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Section I 
Introduction & Methodology 


Introduction 


This report presents the results of eight focus groups conducted 
across the nation on hunting participation. The focus groups were 
conducted throughout 1992 with hunters, ex-hunters and 
nonhunters to gain insight into factors related to hunting 
participation. Focus groups were conducted to develop an 
understanding of the perceptions, motivations and factors 
influencing hunting recruitment, participation and desertion. 


Focus groups contain 10-12 people recruited to represent hunters, 
nonhunters and ex-hunters to provide new insights, new hypotheses 
and understanding through the interaction process. The use of 
focus groups is an accepted research technique for qualitative 
explorations of attitudes, motivations and behavioral 
predispositions and practices. 


The focus groups were complemented by an in-depth literature 
review on hunting and fishing participation. Several more focus 
groups will be conducted on angling participation during 1993. 
The literature review and focus groups will be followed by a study 
on hunting and fishing participation using correlation and 
regression techniques to understand the relationships between 
factors associated with rates of hunting and fishing participation 
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and variables such as total state population, percent of the 
population living in urban areas, percent of the population living 
in Standard Metropolian Statistical Areas, level of education and 
income, and several other factors that affect hunting and fishing 
recruitment, participation and desertion rates. This study will use 
the latest U. S. Bureau of Census population figures as well as 
hunting and fishing participation figures from the 1991 National 
Survey of Fishing, Hunting and Wildlife-Associated Recreation. 
A questionnaire survey on hunter, angler, ex-hunter and ex-angler 
Opinion and attitudes regarding initiation, participation and 
desertion will be administered in 1994. A comprehensive, final 
report on factors related to hunting and fishing participation and 
policy recommendations will then be developed to assist fish and 
wildlife managers increase hunter and angler satisfaction levels, 
thereby better meeting the needs of hunters and anglers, and 
allowing agencies to target deserters and potential deserters for 
information/education and public relations programs. Study results 
will be reported through a five-volume series of publications. The 
literature review is Phase I, this hunting focus groups report is 
Phase II and will be followed by the fishing focus groups report 
(Phase III), the survey results and correlation and regression study 
report (Phase IV) and the final report, recommendations and 
discussion (Phase V). 


This project was funded by the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS), Division of Federal Aid, Grant Agreement 14-48-0009- 
92-1252. We appreciate the assistance of many individuals, 
including Sylvia Cabrera and Columbus Brown, USFWS, The 
Responsive Management Board of Directors -- Pat Graham, 
Montana Department of Fish, Wildlife and Parks; Ron Helinski, 
Maryland Wildlife Division; Todd Holbrook, Georgia Game and 
Fish Division; Sandra Wolfe, California Department of Fish and 
Game and Walt Gasson, Wyoming Game and Fish Department. 
We are indebted to the Western Association of Fish and Wildlife 
Agencies for their constant support and innovative ideas and the 
USFWS and the International Association of Fish and Wildlife 
Agencies for their confidence in Responsive Management. 
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Methodology 


Focus groups are group depth interviews (Goldman and McDonald 
1987) in that a small group of participants is interviewed at length 
about a single subject. The technique was developed by Merton 
and Kendall (1946, and Merton, Fiske and Kendall 1956) in the 
forties as an outgrowth of work with extended interview techniques 
(see also McCracken 1988). Merton and associates were 
concerned with maximizing the validity of their findings and were 
not especially concerned with reliability at that time. They were 
dealing with training films and the impact other mass media had on 
audiences (Merton et al. 1946). Their intent was to get to the 
heart of the issues and uncover reactions, opinions and individual 
attitudes toward a variety of subjects. They found that conducting 
these long interviews in small groups saved time, but did not 
produce any sort of summation of individual views. Rather the 
group dynamic seemed to develop a compromise in values, some 
attitudes representing a consensus, others seemingly a sort of group 
attitude or value. 


Sagoff (1988), in a critique of some applications of contemporary 
economics, terms attitudes concerning policy issues as the "citizen" 
Opinion as opposed to the "consumer" opinion of optimized self- 
interest. Sagoff argues that individuals, acting in groups or singly, 
will hold values and attitudes about policy issues which seemingly 
conflict with attitudes of self-interest. While we know of no 
validation of the idea, we believe that what one sees in focus 
groups is the "citizen" opinion. 


Focus groups are widely used in market research and political 
science, especially applied politics, for exposing attitudes, values, 
and responses to policy issues (for example, Krueger 1988 or 
Templeton 1987). There are a developed system, fee schedule, 
and rules of ethical conduct for focus groups (Greenbaum 1988). 
The technique is generally accepted as a mainstream qualitative 
research technique. The technique has been used by several state 
fish and wildlife agencies to uncover public opinion and attitudes 
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toward a variety of fish and wildlife management-related topics 
(Responsive Management 1992, Duda et al. 1989). 


In a general review of the literature, it appears that focus groups 
have been widely used as a method for obtaining background 
information, especially in the construction of survey devices. One 
of the main uses has been in evaluation of reactions to material 
presented in electronic media (TV advertising), especially with 
children. Focus groups have also been used to evaluate 
quantitative results, such as surveys. However, focus groups can 
be used as a primary data collection device when the group 
reaction to varying policy issues is the unit of measure. 


Stewart and Shamdasani (1990) have provided an excellent general 
summary of the technique. The theoretical basis of focus groups 
is in small group dynamics. Stewart and Shamdasani (1990) 
specifically discuss intrapersonal, interpersonal, and environmental 
influences as the proximal reactions of a focus group. The 
attitudes and opinions expressed in focus groups are functions of 
these interactions. 


A survey tests the attitudes of statistical, or demographic groups. 
These are groups only in the sense of arbitrarily selected factors 
such as age, sex, left-handedness, and such. Functional groups are 
assemblages of individuals who have voluntarily or otherwise come 
together and formed some sort of relationship. Focus groups 
attempt to uncover the attitudes of functional groups. They are not 
always successful, but usually enough connection is made during 
the focus group procedure that the dynamics of small groups 
emerges. 


The method of conducting a focus group used in this study was to 
have a moderator conduct a two-hour discussion on a narrowly 
defined central topic; in other words, to "focus" the discussion on 
a single topic. The moderator, usually someone other than the 
researcher, is procedurally proficient, but is not a technical expert 
on the discussion topic. This is to avoid unintentional bias or 
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direction from the moderator’s point of view. The groups begin 
as unstructured "statistical" groups, but as interactions between 
group members occur, the group becomes a "functional." Usually 
leaders emerge and the dynamics of small groups keeps the 
discussion going. The role of the moderator is to keep the 
discussion within design parameters, but not to exert a strong 
influence on the content of the discussion. In this sense, focus 
groups are non-directive group discussions and expose spontaneous 
attitudes of small groups. 


A commonly encountered question about qualitative techniques and 
focus groups is one of sample size. Most qualitative techniques 
and the focus groups in this study call for small sample sizes. The 
importance of sample size is to meet the requirements of statistical 
tests; we have not conducted statistical tests in this phase of the 
study. The conclusions rest on face validity and how well they 
conform to observations and personal experience in other 
Situations. Focus groups, as do other types of qualitative research, 
sacrifice reliability or the ability to replicate results, for the sake 
of increased validity or relevance to specific issues. In this study, 
we conducted eight focus groups. This is considerably larger than 
the numbers suggested in the literature for interviews and focus 
groups (McCracken 1988, Whyte 1984, Stewart and Shamdasani 
1990). 


The selection of participants in the focus groups was based on 
several factors. Members of the focus groups were selected based 
on their association with the issue of hunting participation. For 
example, individuals who currently hunted, individuals who had 
hunted but no longer did so and individuals who had never hunted. 
Individuals were invited to attend the focus group discussion based 
on verbal skills displayed during the telephone interview and their 
willingness to participate. To arrive at a focus group of 10 to 12 
members, 15 people were offered $30.00 to $50.00 as an incentive 
to attend (the rate was determined by local experience in focus 
group research). 
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The demographic composition of the groups as it relates to this 
study can be generally categorized as, hunters (Hun), non-hunters 
(N-Hun), and ex-hunters (X-Hun). The following operational 
definitions in this study included: 1) a hunter is a person who 
purchased a hunting license and/or went hunting in the previous 
three years; 2) an ex-hunter is a person who purchased hunting 
licenses and/or hunted in the past, but has not purchased a hunting 
license or hunted in the previous three years; and, 3) a non-hunter 
is one who has not purchased a hunting license or hunted in the 
past. Two of the focus groups were conducted in Scottsdale, 
Arizona (AZ), two in York, Pennsylvania (PA), two in 
Manchester, New Hampshire (NH) and two in San Francisco, 
California (CA). These focus groups were comprised of hunters, 
ex-hunters and non-hunters. Two groups were conducted at each 
location, one drawn from one category of the public and the 
second from a different category. 


It was found that precise adherence to the above definitions in the 
field was difficult because respondents to the telephone interviews 
used to recruit the groups were either confused by the questions or 
responded incorrectly. As a result, in the hunter groups some 
people were present who more correctly met the criteria for ex- 
hunters, in the ex-hunter group some people were probably more 
correctly defined as hunters or non-hunters, and in the non-hunters 
some people were probably ex-hunters. This shows, as Kellert 
(1974 and elsewhere) has shown, attitudes toward wildlife cannot 
be classified as having simple, single dimensions. However, these 
inconsistencies in the behavior of the focus group members do not 
affect the interpretation of the results and was easily separated 
during the analysis process. 


The participants in these focus groups were members of the public 
not directly involved in wildlife management or wildlife policy 
issues in as far as the policy process, but as users, consumers, or 
clients of the policy makers. The populations from which the 
focus groups were drawn were urban, suburban and rural. The 
focus groups failed to represent female and ethnic minorities in 
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proportion to the larger population. However, given that hunters 
and ex-hunters are preponderantly white males (+90% in most 
populations) it is not surprising that we failed to achieve parity. 


These focus groups were centered on attitudes about hunting 
policies, participation rates and demographics, attitudes and 
behaviors, values connected with hunting and non-hunting, and 
reasons for dropping out of hunting. 


A market research firm at each location was contracted to recruit 
focus group participants based on our criteria, make a suitable 
location available, pay cash incentives, serve refreshments to 
participants and observers, and provide a professional moderator. 
The firm conducting the focus group was asked to provide an 
analysis. Those analyses are included in the results section under 
"moderator observations." Focus groups costs ranged from $3,700 
to $4,000 for two focus groups at each location. 


Staff members of state and federal wildlife agencies and local 
academics were invited to attend and observe the focus groups. At 
least some local staff and outside observers attended the focus 
groups except one of the two in Arizona and the two in New 
Hampshire. Discussions with the other observers will be discussed 
in this study as several highly relevant points came out during 
those interactions. 


The focus groups were video and audio taped and observed 
unobtrusively (through one-way mirrors). Analysis was based on 
firsthand observation, discussion with other observers and the 
moderator, comparison with independent analysis and repeated 
reviewing of the discussion tapes. Focus groups were transcribed, 
but not on a word-by-word basis. Focus groups were transcribed 
based on elements most salient to this study. Each focus group 
was then analyzed separately from the typed transcripts and 
reviewing of the video tapes another time. These separate analyses 
were then combined into a single analysis for hunters, ex-hunters, 
and non-hunters. Thus, the analysis of focus groups consisted of 
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four iterations in reviewing the data: 1) the actual focus group 
observation, 2) ‘he viewing and transcription of each focus group 
which resulted in about 600 pages of typed transcripts, 3) the 
viewing and consolidation uf each individual focus group transcript 
which resulted in about 200 pages of typed analysis and, 4) the 
collation of the focus group results into the final analysis. 


Analysis was based on major concepts or issues which arose. 
These were recorded, or coded, and explored in light of the 
literature review and some theoretical framework. These were 
attitudes and values toward hunting, attitudes toward anti-hunters 
and disvalues in hunting, attitudes toward the state agency, and 
attitudes about state wildlife policy. 


Kellert (1980 and elsewhere) has developed a typology of attitudes 
ioward wildlife in the United States and elsewhere. CKellert 
identified ten primary attitudes toward wildlife through a large 
series of survey devices conducted in the United States. Attitudes 
in the typology are not exclusive, but the degree each is held varies 
across the population based on age, sex, education and other 
factors. This typology has been used by Kellert (1991) in Japan 
in policy analysis and by Eagles and Muffitt (1990) on educational 
issues for children in the United States. 


Kellert and Clark (1990) have suggested that this typology is a 
framework for wildlife policy development and analysis. We have 
used this typology as a factor in the analysis of attitudes toward 
hunting and the policy implications of hunting. This study is not 
a replication, analysis, nor test of Kellert’s work. The typology is 
used as a heuristic device to explain attitudes and values observed 
in the focus groups. The typology of Keliert (1980) was an initial 
coding factor in the data analysis and is part of the theoretical basis 
for analysis. The attitudes found by Kellert are: 


Term Definition 
Naturalistic: | Primary interest and affection for wildlife 
and the outdoors. 
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Ecologistic: 


Humanistic: 


Moralistic: 


Scientistic: 


Aesthetic: 


Utilitarian: 


Dominionistic: 


Negativistic: 


Neutralistic: 


Primary concern for the environment as a 
system, for interrelationships between 
wildlife species and natural habitats. 


Primary interest and strong affection for 
individual animals, principally pets. 
Regarding wildlife, focus on large 
attractive animals with strong 
anthropomorphic associations. 


Primary concern for the right and wrong 
treatment of animals, with strong 
Opposition to exploitation or cruelty 
toward animals. 


Primary interest in the physical attributes 
and biological functioning of animals. 


Primary interest in the artistic and 
symbolic characteristics of animals. 


Primary concern for the practical and 
material value of animals or the animal’s 
habitat. 


Primary interest in the mastery and control 
of animals, typically in sporting situations. 


Primary orientation an active avoidance of 
animals due to dislike or fear. 


Primary concern is a passive avoidance of 
animals due to indifference or lack of 


interest. 
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Site I ¢ York, Pennsylvania 
June 23, 1992 


Transcription: Active Hunters 


Demographic Characteristics: 
white, female moderator 
ten white males 


Q. Why do you hunt? 

It’s hereditary. 

The challenge of getting a buck. 

Hunting was handed down through the family, girls and boys 
both. 

Curiosity, what does nature have to offer you, nobody is ever 
sure of their capabilities. 

Getting outdoors and the camaraderie. 

I like to eat everything I hunt, I get a recipe and try it and if 
I don’t like it, I don’t hunt it anymore. 

The economy is keeping a lot of people home. 

Tranquility, sitting in the woods watching the world go by. 

Thinking about things you don’t have time for. You're there 
to have fun. 


Sometimes you can get more out of watching a deer than 
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shooting one. 

My dad died when I was young and huntin; is a time for me 
to get with my brother. 

I never realized how the wind sounds, the rain, different smells 
until I started hunting. Now I can give that to my son. 

It’s a different world than when you are working. 


Q. How about the kill? 

It’s something you can't explain, everybody feels different, 
next to Godly I would say, it’s the challenge to make that 
one instance happen, it’s more a high than anything. 

You're out there for the game, if you're out there with no 
feelings at all, then you might as well not go. 

Some of the worst hunts are when you get a buck at 8 o'clock 
Monday morning and then you have to just walk around in 
the woods without a gun for the rest of the week. 

It has to do with the individual; how they hunt, how you feel 
about that instant when you make that kill. 


Q. How much time do you spend? 

A lot, too much according to my wife. 

I read a lot of magazines, T.V. is real, it isn’t true. 

It changes depending on who you are hunting with, I'm 
hunting with my nephews and there is a rush when they 
make their first kill. 

Yea, last year I hunted with my son and I gave him (the gun) 
and I had a good time. 


Q. Why don’t other people hunt, women? 

There are lots of other things to do. 

It’s handed down, it has to do with how you are raised, a lot 
of people are scared of guns, my father didn’t hunt, but he 
taught me about guns. 

I think a lot of people are in touch with the actual world, they 
think hunting is cruel, they are opposed to guns, they 
figure meat comes off the shelf. 

Preparation time, there is a lot more preparation than other 
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sports. 

You have to put a lot into it to get anything out of it, a lot of 
people don’t want to put that time into something. 

It has to do with time, rush, rush, rush. It takes two people 
working in the family to make it. 

I just don't have the money anymore, two kids. I'm working 
Saturdays now. 

Prices of guns has gone sky high. The price of gear. 


Q. What one thing keeps you from going out? 
Access to land, development of land, what used to be huntable 
land is all developed. 
A lot of farmers have posted their lands. 
Spare time, time and a place to go. 
Hunting is a second family, you go hunting and then have to 
take your family on vacation too. 


Q. What would make you stop hunting? 

An accident, if 1 shot one of my friends, any kind of accident. 

If they outlaw guns, too many hunters, too many local hunters, 
too many for available land. 

If you are lucky enough to find (private) land. 

Go on state game land the first day and you’ve got a problem. 
I've already threatened to quit, it’s the guns out there, it’s like 
Vietnam on opening day, that’s why I only bow hunt. 

It’s careless hunters, a (bullet) goes a mile. 

It’s the population, plus more people who aren't properly 
trained, they get buck fever, it’s ego, they have to go home 
with a buck, they pull the gun and shoot without looking. 

Frustration, availability of game, there aren't any pheasants 
anymore or deer up north. 

Some people disagree with the price of the license, a lot of 
guys won't spend that for a license. 


Q. Do fees deter people? 
If you have the extra money, no, it’s the other money. 
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Q. What is the state agency doing for wildlife? 


They have the trout program, they raise trout. 

They transfer geese around. 

They reduced the amount of deer tags so they don't menace 
the deer populations. 
They screwed up last year, you could get 3 or 4 licenses, now 
they want to cut back, they aren’t very well organized. 
They cut back on black duck, they build duck boxes 
everywhere. 

They do a good job on turkey, we have turkey everywhere 
now. 

They are more interested in turkey than deer, and they don’t 
do anything for the small game hunter at all. 

They are going to stock that new pheasant, the one that lives 
in the woods. 

We have owls and fox and coyotes they eat all the game. We 
Should have controlled shoots on owls and such. 

They should put more effort into trapping foxes and such, you 
can't get any money for them anymore. 

(Lower fur prices. You need to put a bounty on predators to 
get rid of them.) 

They are varmints, if you don’t knock them down there won't 
be anything left. 

If they are going to put animals out, they should put up 
parameter fences to make them stay put. 

They should raise more birds and put them loose in more 
places like they do with trout. 

They need to prosecute people who trespass on private lands 
because they ruin it for all of us. 

There aren't enough wardens, but even if you did, you still 
have to get the land open for hunters. 

If I open my land, I have to have someone behind me. 


Q. What’s the future of hunting? 


It’s going down, you have more hunters on less land. 
It’s going like Texas, you pay for hunting, game preserves 
where they release birds before you hunt. 
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I don’t know if there are more hunters, but there is less land. 

There are more hunters, and less land, farmers are closing 
their land. 

People come and buy the land and put up signs. 

It’s becoming a rich man’s sport, you buy the land in order to 
hunt. 

(Hunting) is going to be regulated, there are too many 
careless hunters out there, I can see (hunters having skill 
qualification). 

I have no problem with that, I took a test at 12 years old, but 
you can’t fail the test. 


Q. Is hunting declining? 

Yea, no doubt. 

The populations and the place to hunt, they just aren't there. 

The economy, that’s temporary, that will bounce back, but the 
accessibility that will stay the same. 

There are new hunters coming in, but they get discouraged 
and quit. More and more people, why invest in equipment 
and you can't use it. 

School used to let out on the first day of deer season, now 
there aren't that many kids out hunting anymore. 


Q. What can the agency do? 

I'm not sure they ought to recruit hunters. 

Priorities are my family, hunting is not a family sport, if they 
could make it into a family sport, I'd take it up (this guy 
may not be an active hunter) 

That's up to the family (not the agency). 

Either they want to or they don’t want to. Gathers need to 
take their kids hunting. 

Deer, not small game, brings a young man out to hunt today. 

You can’t force people to hunt, it will be a lot easier to hunt 
if you live in the country. 

(The decline) is a concern. 

If you get kids out hunting you will straighten up the country. 

You need more game clubs, if the state woulda open more up so 
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we could take our kids and teach them how to shoot. 


Is non-consumptive use increasing? 
Yes, there are walks and snake days and you can learn a lot 
about nature. 


Should the agency do more of that? 

That hasn't got anything to do with hunting at all. 

Money would talk, if you give the farmers enough money they 
will open up their lands. 

A $12 license isn’t much to spend to go hunt public or private 
lands, if they double that and offer it to farmers to open up 
their land. 

The agency does educate, it may teach kids about nature, but 
it doesn't help hunting. 

People who are going out to observe wildlife, aren’t going to 
go out there in the winter when we hunt it. 


Is it the agencies role to promote wildlife observation? 

Should the agency advertise for more hunters, I don’t think 
they need a program to encourage more hunters, it’ll 
slowly taper off, but we'll always have hunting, I know 
people who have given up hunting for photography. 

If they don’t have to have a license, (then the agency shouldn't 
do something for them) our license buys the land and 
maybe they (nonconsumptive users) should pay to go there. 

They can't be out there when we are out there, we don’t need 
more hunters or more people out there. We need to 
change, but I don’t want any more people in the woods, 
not just to generate more money (for the state). 


Is there a threat to hunting from other groups? 


Yes, they want to take our guns away, you need to join the 
NRA. 


Is there anything else? 
No, that’s it, the NRA is the only thing we've got. 
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People who object to fur. 

There is a limited group for it and a limited group against it, 
you're not going to change that, we just have to live with 
it, guys aren't going to give up their guns. 

You can't change somebody's mind who objects to killing a 
deer 


Q. Will education help? 

No, they've tried that, certain people you can’t change their 
minds, these people only remember the bad things about 
hunting, the accidents, some people spoil it for the rest of 
us, you just have to live with it, that’s life. 

Show them a picture of a fox breaking up a pheasant’s nest, 
or possums, they are really destructive. 


Q. What should we focus on? 
Make land accessible to the hunter, the average hunter, buy 
up more land. 
Protect gun ownership. 
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Transcription: Ex-Hunters 


Group Characteristics: 
white, female moderator 
ten white men 
two white women 


Q. When did you start hunting? 
When I was 14, with my father. 
Started with my father. 
Some of the best times of my life were hunting with my father. 
I started with my father, he is no longer around, so I don’t 
hunt anymore. 
I started with my father-in-law when I got married. 
I started with friends. 
Living up in the mountains there isn’t much else to do. 
I started with my grandfather, my dad died when I was 5. 


Q. What is it about hunting? 

Socialize with the adults when they were relaxed, they were in 
a more child-like state themselves, it wasn’t business. 

It made you feel like a grown up. 

It was a challenge, something to tell you friends about. 

I enjoyed being out in the field, in the woods, I enjoyed 
running the dogs. 

It’s been in my family for a lot of years, it’s something dad 
and I can do together (a woman). 

It was at the beginning of the big depression. 

I married a hunter and I thought if I wanted to spend time 
with him, I'd better learn how to do this. 

It might only be 200 yards off the road, but it’s a different 
world. 

Nothing like mother nature. 

When you are 15 or 16 it’s an adventure being in the woods 
all day, but as you get older it’s less of an adventure. I 
don't get it anymore, it went away in the mid-20s. As a 
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teenager you feel like you are immortal, but by your mid- 
20s you begin to see the safety factor. 

It’s the smell of the woods. 

Spending time with my grandsons. 


Q. When did your attitudes toward hunting change? 

Around 30, when the hunting didn't maiter anymore, I don't 
hunt anymore, but I'll still get up at 5 o'clock in the 
merning and enjoy the woods. 

The killing doesn’t matter anymore, I don’t know if I've 
matured, but it seems like nature, I'd rather take a 
camera. 

Everyone realizes their own mortality, killing becomes less 
important. 

I found it wasn't the hunt, it was just being out, I’ve gone to 
the camera. 

With my daughter and my job, it just got too hard. 

When I went into the service, | had a couple of kids, it just 
wasn't convenient anymore. 

Now when I hunt, which I haven't in a few years, I’m more 
careful of my shots, if I see the animal, that is enough, I 
don’t want to wound them, so I don’t shoot. 


Q. What made you stop, was there a change in your life? 

After I got married, it was hard to find the time, but with a 
camera, you could go anytime. I could get the same thing 
in an hour with the camera when hunting took all day. 

My father hunted and his father hunted, they were coal miners 
in West Virginia, it was a source of food, because of the 
depression, best thing to happen to my father was the 
Korean war, when he found out there was a world out 
there and he never hunted from that point on. 

We liked to do it for the solitude. 

I knew what everybody I was hunting with would do, I moved 
and I haven't wanted to learn that over again. 

I went through a bad divorce and I valued the time out in the 
woods to get away from it, the peace, listen to the birds, 
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now I'm remarried and I look forward to getting away, it’s 
that peace. 

I’ve hunted with my brothers all my life, they’re all gone, 
except the littlest one, things change. 

For years I put in for the (deer season) for my vacation, for 
years and years and years. 

I’d stay in the woods for two weeks and hunt, but as my kids 
get older, I’ve started losing interest, it got less and less, 
I finally stopped, my daughter wanted to hunt when she 
was 12, but she quit, so | don’t go anymore. 


Q. Why don’t other people hunt? 

They don't like the woods. 

They've never been out. 

There are groups who object to killing animals. 

They come from backgrounds who never hunted or they are 
worried about the safety factor, the fear of danger. 

There are more (hunters) out there and they don't care where 
they shoot. 

I got worried about (being shot) I have 10 reasons why I don’t 
hunt, but safety is one of them. 

It’s getting harder to find a place to hunt, population is going 
up and farmers post their land. 


Q. Why have you stopped or decreased? 

About three years ago, a guy I used to hunt with was killed 
the first day of deer season, my family reasons were 
curtailing it, and that was the final straw. 

The demands of three kids, the wife working part-time, I took 
the kids once, they didn’t like me shooting a rabbit, they 
didn’t want to shoot them. 

My wife wasn't around hunting, she never cared if I did, but 
I think (she influences tne kids). 

(Moderator prompts about access) 

Yes, that’s (access) a problem. 

I started hunting secondary to going in the woods, I| did it 
when I had friends who hunted and when I got out of that 
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environment I stopped hunting, I didn’t see any reason to 
kill things anymore. 

Basically, my family moved to different parts of the country, 
my job interferes, my friends got too old, health wise, we 
used dogs and | don't live where you can train them, if 
you're not physically fit, you wonder why you're out there. 

Without dogs I never learned to enjoy it. 

I lost the thrill of going out, I still go with a camera, but I'd 
get them in the sight and not pull the trigger, it was almost 
too much to go through, then I thought why carry a gun 
around, I just lost the thrill! of killing an animal. 

Time and obligations (a woman) my daughter has a terror of 
killing animals, my dad goes to Canada and I can't afford 
that and I won't go to a hunting lodge with 13 men. I'm 
a single parent and I have a child to care for and my job 
has demands. 

I just don't get any enjoyment out of it anymore, I get more 
enjoyment out of going with a camera now, and I can go 
anytime I want. 

I haven't quit yet, I like wild game and I use every last bit of 
it. I even use the antlers for jewelry. I don’t climb the 
hills like I used to, I sit along the road rather than walk 
(75 year old man). 

I slowed down, the pressures of my job, I hunted with my 
grandson but he went off to college, I lost my partners so 
I go fishing instead. My grandsons just didn’t see it like 
I did, they had so many other things to do, they had cars 
at 16 and I didn’t. 

It was like the Waltons, it was another time and another 
culture. 

My grandsons and great-grandsons hunt, it’s because I’m an 
aggressive hunter. 

It’s the pressure, going off to your favorite sport and finding 
yourself surrounded by other hunters. That’s why I've 
gone to archery hunting. 

I feel like I’m cheating the family by taking all my time going 
hunting. 
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It was time, my wife worked weekends and I had to baby-sit 
the kids, and I lost interest, it’s harder to find a place to 
hunt, but I'd like to get back into it when things settle 
down (retirement) | might be able to get back into my 
things. 

With small game I didn’t have a place to hunt, you had to be 
careful about getting shot, the state lands are all crowded, 
I went to a hunting camp, but I found I don’t like to kill 
anymore. 

The disrespect that other hunters have, they don’t even want 
to shoot their own deer. I got afraid of being out there in 
the dove season, there were too many hunters shooting at 
everything. 


. What could get you back into hunting? 

Turn my life back 20 years. 

When you were younger, asking for permission was easier, 
now when you are working, (you don’t have the time) to 
find places to hunt. 

It seems my son-in-law gets as much enjoyment going out 
spotting as he does hunting. 

Maybe if the Game Commission buys more game lands and 
commits it to hunting, seems they are more interested in 
lumber money, seems like the Game Commission is more 
interested in making money than satisfying the hunters. 


. What is the agency doing for wildlife? 

They stock a lot of trout. 

They released pheasants, I'd go, but the disrespectful hunters 
and safety make me wonder. 

It’s more disrespect and lack of education, farmers would let 
more hunt, it’s not the crowds, you have to know the 
people before you let them in. 

A lot of hunters are drunk at five in the morning. 

They have a lot of programs for fishing, attractors and stuff 
they put on the bottom. 

With fishing, they make it fly-fishing only, and access to water 
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ways, that hasn’t happened with the Game Commission. 

Nothing. 

They monitor the population of game, they monitor the deer 
population, what percentage is growing and what isn’t. 

They do a pretty good job with deer. 

There has been a population buom and now it’s a problem. 

The Fish Commission does 10 times more for the fisherman 
than what the Game Commission does for the hunter. 

They take care of the eagles, there are more eagles now than 
ever before. 

They go on State game lands and arrest people for littering, 
that’s how they make their money. 

They do a better job on poaching, they'll stop you to check 
you and talk to you. 

You hear about the fish guys, but you don’t hear about the 
game guys, other than the bear count every-year, that 
seems to be the main thing they do. 

PA only had one year with deer and turkey at the same time. 


Q. What can the agency do to enhance hunting? 

When I was a boy, there were game clubs in every town. 
They raised pheasants and released them, the Game 
Commission gave them the chicks, but they gave up 
because it got so there wasn’t any free land to release 
them on. The Game Commission should work with the 
farmers to open up the land, but when I ask them, I don’t 
get a decent answer about why they don’t promote more 
land for decent hunting. You'd think they had the money. 

There use to be big farms, now there are just small farms. 

Maybe the Game Commission could pay the farmers for land. 


Q. What can the Commission do about bad hunters? 
Give them a really stiff fine, catch them, use the money for 
wildlife. 
Take their license from them. 
More deputies, volunteers. 
About response time for game violations. 
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Years ago they used to stock more rabbits and pheasants than 
they do now, quail too. 
Get rid of the fox, small game has gone because of the fox, the 


price of fur has dropped, they took the bounty off. 
These groups don’t want fur trapping. 


Q. What will happen to hunting? 


It will disappear, there will still be wildlife, but the game 
department will do the hunting and kill them. 

You can see we are losing the land. 

If they don’t do something about the fox populations they will 
have rabies. 

More education for the general population that hunting isn’t 
killing, hunters do more for wildlife, these people worry 
about Bambi, they build their houses right out in the 
woods and take that away from the wildlife. 

Interests have changed, hunting is work, it’s easier to get the 
Nintendo out than go hunting. 

Do they still have hunter safety courses at the schools, they 
would get more people interested in hunting if it was at the 
school. 

Years ago when you didn’t have T.V. the family was closer 
knit, now when both parents work, there isn’t time for the 
father to take time off to go hunting, the kids can’t take the 
time to go hunting. 

You could have family hunting areas, only families could hunt 
on them, children up to 15, that will encourage hunting. 

Perhaps the Game Commission could build cabins on state 
game lands for camping or family hunting, or vacations. 

On state game lands, sei aside days for just father/sons or 
daughters or families. 

Maybe like summer camps for hunting, two week comps. 

I don’t know what happened to hunting clubs, they used to 
have them and they'd bring their kids along, now they 
don’t have many members and they don’t bring their kids 
anymore, you never see them after 12 or 13, they have too 
many outside activities. 
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Q. What about activist groups? 

Fur coats, against hunting and trapping. 

I don't like archery, because most people don’t know how to 
hunt with bow and arrow and if they hit the animal it will 
suffer, people think they are macho, like they are Robin 
Hood 


There is more media hype to why not to hunt than hunt. 

What's wrong with a controlled hunt, it's to control 
populations. 

Most people have the wrong idea of hunting, they think it’s 
cruel. 

You hear about it more. 

I think it is more prevalent, the national gun control is 
pushing a lot of it. 

Good public relations campaign, tell people the good reasons 
for hunting. 

The Game Commission should do it, make public lands an 
access fee. 


Q. Would you pay for non-consumptive use? 
Depends on how the money was used, if you made trails on 
State game lands. 
I'd pay if I thought it was a safe area to go, otherwise it 
would be like Central Park. 
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Moderator’s Analysis 

Background 


Responsive Management was interested in determining the attitudes 
and opinions of individuals in the Pennsylvania area toward 
hunting. This included the history, satisfaction, and motivation to 
hunt as well as attitudes toward animals/nature and the role of 
government. 


Sygnis was commissioned by Responsive Management in June 
1992 to conduct a research study to achieve this goal. A focus 
group methodology was used, including discussions with hunters 
and former hunters. 


Goals and Objectives 

Goal: Determine attitudes and opinions of hunters and former 
hunters toward hunting. 

Objectives: | Ascertain when and why people begin hunting. 

Discover the type of species hunted. 

Identify reasons why people do not hunt or why 
they would stop hunting. 

Determine participants’ attitudes toward animals 
and nature. 

Define the present and future actions of the 
government (state fish and _ wildlife 
agency) in hunting. 

Learn the respondents’ perception of the future of 
hunting. 


Methodology 

Two focus groups were conducted; one of hunters and one of 
former hunters. The groups were conducted in York, 
Pennsylvania on June 23, 1992 at 6 p.m. and 8 p.m. by a trained 
Sygnis moderator. Incentives of $35 were provided to encourage 
attendance. 


Section Il © Results 27 
York, Pennsylvania ¢ Moderator's Analysis 


Participants were screened to include persons 18 years of age or 
older who had personally participated in recreational hunting 
within the last five years and who had not been involved in any 
focus groups in the past year. Hunters were defined as those 
participants who indicated they had been hunting at least once 
within the last 12 months. Former hunters were defined as those 
participants who had not been hunting in the last 12 months and/or 
whose hunting had decreased in the past five years (or no longer 
hunt at all). 


The hunter group consisted of 10 participants while the former 
hunter group contained 12 persons. The demographics of the 
groups are shown in the following table: 


Demographics of York, Pennsylvania Focus Groups 


SEX AGE INCOME 

Fae p Ae 
| wW = | w — | w 
Male | 10] 10| 18:24] 2 |0 | <$25k | 2]3] 
Female | 0 | 2 | 25-34] 2 |3 | $25-50K 6 | 
35-44| 413 | $50-75K | 1 | 3 

45-541 0 | 3 

55.641 1 | 0 

65+ | 1 13 


Since the opinions expressed on the various issues were similar 
between the two groups (hunters and former hunters), the groups 
have not been separated within the report. Rather, any differences 
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in the groups are noted within the individual issue in which they 
occurred. 


History, Satisfaction and Motivation of Hunting 

Practically all the focus group participants said the age at which 
they began hunting was around 12 years old. In fact, one 
participant said, "You couldn’t wait until you were 12 years old to 
go hunt." 


Respondents mentioned hunting as an event which was handed 
down through their family. Most started hunting with their father 
and looked forward to the opportunity to spend this quality time 
with him. One person said that hunting allowed him to socialize 
with his father in a relaxed setting. 


In addition to the ability to spend time with their father, 
participants mentioned the "challenge" as a primary reason for 
hunting. Regarding the challenge of the hunt, one man said, 
"Only one out of 33 hunters actually come home with something." 
Some mentioned that hunting allowed them to find their capabilities 
(as far as shooting and marksmanship), while others liked to “brag 
about getting a deer." Both groups also mentioned their interest 
in the relaxing atmosphere of the woods and enjoying nature. 
However, former hunters appeared to place more emphasis on this 
aspect than did current hunters. 


When asked the type of species they currently hunt or previously 
hunted, most participants immediately mentioned “small game." 
Specifics included squirrels, rabbits, pheasants and ducks, as well 
as turkey and deer (particularly white-tail). Many respondents said 
they were hunting for these animals more with bow and arrow then 
they had in the past. 


Current hunters said their local hunting trips may be spontaneous, 
but other trips were generally planned. Hunting excursions were 
usually around one to three days, but could last as long as three 
to five days during deer season. Former hunters said they had 
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usually planned their vacations around deer season. 


When current hunters were asked what they get out of hunting, 
many mentioned the enjoyment of nature. They spoke of the 
different smells and the different sounds such as trees creaking and 
snow falling that they normally would not notice in other 
situations. They also said the woods provided a tranquil and 
peaceful setting where they could be away by themselves and think 
while waiting for their game. However, others mentioned the 
"adrenalin high" they got while hunting, the challenge of the sport, 
and the sense of accomplishment. 


Non-Hunting 

When former hunters were asked why they had decreased or 
stopped hunting, many said they enjoy just getting out of the house 
more than "the hunt," and that they had lost the thrill of the kill. 
All of this group said they actively go out to enjoy nature; many 
as much as two to three times per week. Taking a camera instead 
of a gun to shoot the animals appeared to be a popular occurrence 
with these individuals. This method of “hunting” demands less 
planning, and no license is required. 


Another frequently mentioned reason for giving up hunting was the 
lack of time available. Work took up a major portion of the 
participant’s time, and most participants also had families which 
required attention. Several said having a family made them realize 
their own mortality and that they had to consider the effect a 
hunting accident would have on them. 


A few participants said they no longer had the same group of 
people around with which to go hunting. These family members 
and/or friends had either moved or died. 


Both groups were asked to name reasons why they thought other 
people did not hunt. Former hunters said some people come from 
families who do not hunt, and thus had never been hunting. They 
also mentioned the safety issue and the fear of getting injured in a 
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hunting accident caused by careless hunters. In addition, these 
participants said there was less land available and that it was 
becoming harder to find a place to hunt. A few persons also 
mentioned the fact that some people are just against the killing of 
animals. 


Current hunters believed time was the primary factor in keeping 
other persons from hunting. They spoke of the many demands on 
a person’s time now, such as work, family, and other recreational 
activities. Hunting, itself, required time for preparation such as 
scouting for signs, getting ready, planning the trip, etc. A hunting 
trip could also mean the use of precious vacation time. 


Cost was another reason which current hunters believed prevented 
people from hunting. One participant thought many people could 
simply not afford to hunt and said, "The economy’s keeping people 
home." Specific cost factors included the price of guns, license 
fees (especially for out-of-state), and food and lodging for trips 
away from home. 


A few hunters also mentioned that some persons believe hunting 
is cruel to animals, and thus would not hunt. However, one 
participant said and others agreed, "These same people go out and 
eat hamburger and don’t think about where it’s coming from." 


When the current hunters were asked what circumstances would 
cause them to stop hunting, they most frequently mentioned the 
lack of available land and game due to too many hunters and the 
carelessness of improperly trained hunters. A few said they would 
quit hunting if they or a close friend/family member was involved 
in a hunting accident. Several also mentioned the high cost of out- 
of-state license fees. For example, one participant said he paid 
$92.50 for a Maryland hunting license. 


Role of Government 
Focus group participants agreed that although their state fish and 
wildlife agency has been working on some issues of hunting and 
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wildlife, much more could be done. Positive aspects of the agency 
were that it had put birds out; transferred game; kept the duck, 
turkey, and trout population supplied and controlled; and provided 
many programs regarding fishing. 


Participants expressed more negative concerns about their state fish 
and wildlife agency than positive ones. A major issue which was 
mentioned throughout the course of both groups, especially by 
current hunters, was the increasing difficulty in finding available 
land on which to hunt. Suggestions to alleviate this problem 
included giving farmers/landowners an incentive (monetary and 
law enforcement) to open their land to hunters, providing more 
state game land dedicated to hunting, and releasing game in an 
area where hunters would be required to pay a fee for access. 


The respondents would also like the agency to stock more 
pheasants and rabbits in a variety of areas. They also felt that 
more deputies were needed to patrol for poachers and disrespectful 
hunters whom they thought should be punished more severely. 


Future of Hunting 

Most focus group participants saw the sport of hunting as declining 
due to the lack of land and the economy. One person said hunting 
was becoming a “rich man’s sport" because you would have to 
purchase your own land in order to have a place to hunt. Others 
thought the sport would become more regulated, with required 
tests and/or courses similar to those policemen take, including 
marksmanship and safety practices. 


To encourage hunting, participants suggested promoting it as a 
"family" sport, educating young children, providing summer 
hunting camps for kids, and promotions such as father/son day. 
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Researchers’ Analysis: Active Hunters 


This was a group of 10 white males from the area around York, 
Pennsylvania. They had all begun hunting in early childhood, 
except for one, who had moved from Baltimore and begun hunting 
in his 30s. This group displayed high utilitarian and naturalistic 
attitudes towards hunting and wildlife. They also expressed strong 
values towards the traditional family values of hunting: 

(Hunting is) the challenge of getting a buck. 

(Hunting) is hereditary. Hunting is handed down through the 
family, girls and boys both. 

I like to eat everything I hunt. I get a recipe and try it and if 
I don’t like it, I don’t hunt it anymore. 

(I hunt for) curiosity, what does nature offer you. Nobody is 
ever sure of their capabilities. 

Tranquility-sitting in the woods watching the world go 
by...thinking about things you don’t have time for. You 
are there to have fun. 

My dad died when I was four and hunting is a time for me to 
get with my brother. 

...last year I hunted with my son and I gave him (the gun) and 
I had a good time. 

I never realized how the wind sounds-the rain-different smells- 
until I started hunting. Now I can give that to my son. 


This group had high values in regard to the killing of animals. In 
this sense meaning that they displayed more serious importance to 
the act of killing than a simple act as a part of the hunting 
experience: 

It’s something you can’t explain. Everybody feels different, 
next to godly I would say. It’s a challenge to make that 
one instance happen, it’s more a high than anything. 

You're out there for the game. If you're out there with no 
feelings at all, then you might as well not go. 

It has to do with the individual-how they hunt-how you feel 
about that instant when you make the kill. 
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It changes depending on who you are hunting with. I'm 
hunting with my nephews and there is a rush when they 
make their first kill. 


When asked about why some other people do not hunt, such as 
women and minorities, the group instead centered on issues which 
might prevent anyone from hunting. They did not seem to have 
any great awareness that hunting did not involve women and 
minorities, but were more concerned with the idea that the 
population in general did not hunt: 

(Hunting) is handed down. It has to do with how you are 
raised. A lot of people are scared of guns, my father 
didn’t hunt, but he taught me about guns. 

I think a lot of people are (not) in touch with the actual world. 
They think hunting is cruel, they are opposed to guns, they 
figure meat comes off the shelf. 

You have to put a lot into (hunting). A lot of people don’t 
want to put that time into something. 

I just don’t have the money anymore, two kids. I'm working 
Saturdays now. 

Prices of guns has gone sky high (and) the prices of (hunting) 
gear. 


The group seemed to agree that hunting was an expensive hobby 
and that this was a deterrent to other people beginning hunting. 
They did not seem to feel that the license costs were a factor 
however: 
Some people disagree with the price of the license, a lot of 
guys won't spend that for a license. 
If you have the extra money-no-it’s the other money. 


They felt that access to private lands and time in there own lives 
were the primary deterrents to themselves hunting: 
Access to land, development of land. What used to be 
huntable is all developed. 
A lot of farmers have posted their lands. 
Spare time, time and a place to go. 
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Hunting (requires) a second vacation-you go hunting and then 
have to take the family on vacation too. 


When it was suggested by the moderator to take the family 
hunting, the group reacted negatively to the suggestion. They 
seemed to feel that they did not want to change the way they would 
go hunting. When pressed on what would make them stop 
hunting, the group expressed strong feelings that it would take a 
major change in their lives. The group specifically mentioned 
issues of safety and crowding as possible reasons to quit hunting: 
An accident-if I shot one of my friends-any kind of an 
accident. 
If they outlaw guns, too many hunters, too many local hunters, 
too many for available land. 
I’ve already threatened to quit. It’s the guns out there, it’s 
like Vietnam on opening day, that’s why I only bow hunt. 
It’s the population, plus more people who aren't properly 
trained, they get buck fever, it’s ego, they have to go home 
with a buck, they pull the gun and shoot without looking. 


When asked about hunting in general, this group had highly mixed 
or confused feelings about whether or not hunting was a declining 
sport. This seems to be connected with the strong attitudes they 
expressed towards crowding and access. It was clear that the two 
ideas were part of a larger issue for this group: 
(Hunting) is going down. You have more hunters on less 
land. 
It’s going like Texas-you pay for hunting-game preserves 
where they release the birds before you hunt. 
I don’t know if there are more hunters, but there is less land. 
(Hunting) is becoming a rich man’s sport-you buy the land in 
order to hunt. 
The (wildlife) populations and the place to hunt-they just 
aren't there. 
There are new hunters coming in, but they get discouraged 
and quit. More and more people-why invest in equipment 
and you can't use it? 
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School used to let out on the first day of deer season, now 
there aren't any kids out hunting anymore. 


Despite these strong feelings about the declining situation in 
hunting, this group had very mixed feelings about the state agency 
taking aggressive action towards the recruitment of new hunters: 

I'm not sure they ought to recruit hunters. 

(My) priorities are my family (and) hunting is not a family 
sport. If they could make it into a family sport, I'd (hunt 
more). 

(Hunting) is up to the family, (not the agency). 

You can't force people to hunt. It would be a lot easier to 
hunt if you live in the country. 

If you get kids out hunting, you will straighten up the country. 

Should the agency advertise for more hunters? I don’t think 
they need a program to encourage more hunters. 
(Hunting) will taper off, but we'll always have hunting. I 
know people who have given up hunting for photography. 


Basically, this group felt that hunting recruitment was an issue for 
the family or personal preference. They seemed confused about 
the number of hunters in the field and how that related to the 
future of hunting. They were more concerned with the issue of 
access to public land and given the relatively large amount of 
public lands in Pennsylvania, this seems to be a issue of 
perception, not actual access problems. This group did not have 
strong feelings about the animal rights movement or about attacks 
on hunting. Their concerns, even when probed by the moderator, 
were very general: 

They want to take our guns away. You need to join the NRA. 
The NRA is the only thing we've got. 

There is a limited group for (hunting) and a limited group 
against it. You're not going to change that, we just have 
to live with it. Guys aren't going to give up their guns. 

You can’t change somebody’s mind who objects to killing a 
deer. 

(The state agency) has tried (education). Certain people, you 
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can't change their minds, these people only remember the 
bad things about hunting, the accidents. Some people 
spoil it for the rest of us, you just have to live with it, 
that’s life. 


This group had very little factual knowledge about the state 
agency. They did not seem to separate fish management from 
game management and only had vague notions about what the state 
agency did for them or wildlife: 
They have the trout program-they raise trout. 
They transfer geese around. | 
The screwed up last year. You could get 3 or 4 (deer) 
licenses. Now they want to cut back-they aren't very well 
organized. 
They reduce the amount of deer tags so they don’t menace the 
deer populations. 
They do a good job on turkey-we have turkey everywhere now. 
They are more interested in turkey than deer and they don’t do 
anything for the small game hunter at all. 
They are going to stock that new pheasant-the one that lives in 
the woods. 
They cut back on black duck-they build duck boxes 
everywhere. 


And, this group expressed a lot of concern about predators having 
an impact on game populations and the need to control predators, 
especially fox: 
We have owls and fox and coyotes; they eat all the game. We 
Should have controlled shoots on owls and such. 
(The state agency) should put more effort into trapping foxes 
and such-you can’t get any money for them anymore. 
(Fox) are varmints, if you don’t knock them down, there won't 
be anything left. 


This group also had concerns about stocking game birds and issues 
of law enforcement. These were secondary to other issues 
however: 
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If they are going to (stock) animals, they should put up 
parameter fences to make them stay put. 

The should raise more birds and put them in places like they 
do with trout. 

They need to prosecute people who trespass on private lands 
because they ruin it for all of us. 

There aren't enough wardens, but even if (there were), you 
still have to get land open for hunters. 


This group had mixed feelings about non-consumptive use 
programs and whether or not the state agency should take an active 
role in the development of such programs: 

If (people) don’t have a (hunting) license, (then the state 
agency shouldn’t do anything for them). (A hunter’s) 
license buys the land and maybe (non-consumptive users) 
Should pay to go there. 

(Non-consumptive) users can’t be out there when we are out 
there, we don't need more hunters or more people out 
there. We need to change, but I don’t want more people 
in the woods, not just to generate more money (for the 
State agency). 


This group of active hunters from the York, Pennsylvania area had 
very strong utilitarian and naturalistic attitudes towards hunting and 
wildlife. They did not show strong family values issues in relation 
to hunting, nor did they defend hunting as a population 
management tool. Rather they saw hunting as a personal issue and 
had very strong values towards hunting as an_ individual 
expression. Some of this could even be interpreted as moralistic 
or aesthetic. There was an element of dominionistic attitudes here, 
but it was subtle. For example, this group had very high values 
around the issue of killing an animal. They expressed this in very 
personal terms, which leads us to believe that they do not take 
killing lightly or as and inevitable consequence of hunting, but 
rather as a goal or objective of hunting. This is not to say they 
derive pleasure in a trivial sense from killing, but rather that they 
view it as a serious, but highly valued product of hunting. 


38 Factors Related to Hunting and Fishing Participation in the U.S. 
Hunting Focus Groups 


This group had practically no ecologistic or scientistic attitudes 
towards wildlife. In fact, they expressed some surprisingly naive 
attitudes towards predator control and the function of the state 
agency. They had limited knowledge about the role of the state 
agency and practically no real information about the policy 
process. They did not differentiate between the game and fish 
commissions, which are separate in Pennsylvania. Despite this 
group’s high level of involvement in hunting, they do not have the 
necessary knowledge to enable them to judge wildlife policy. This 
is a strong discordance between the expectations of the hunters and 
the actual role of the agency. They see the agency as a narrowly 
focused on game issues and do not recognize the larger 
environmental function. 


The major ethical issues here are ones of fairness, representation, 
paternalism and morality. Specifically, the issues of access and 
crowding are uppermost in the minds of these hunters. This group 
represents a highly inelastic demand group. They will hunt 
regardless of the social costs or monetary costs to them. 
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Researchers’ Analysis: Ex-Hunters 


This was a group of 10 white males and 2 white females. All of 
the group were from the area around York, Pennsylvania, which 
is rural and suburban. The group was mixed in terms of the 
species they had hunted and the level of intensity of hunting they 
had engaged in. However, most of them had started in the context 
of recreational activities in the family: 
Some of the best times of my life were hunting with my father. 
I started with my father. He is no longer around, so I don't 
hunt anymore. 
I started with my grandfather. My dad died when I was 5 
(years old). 


And, most of the group felt that social activities such as hunting 
were mainly in the context of family situations: 

(We hunted to) socialize with adults when they were relaxed. 
(The parents) were in a more child-like state themselves, 
(hunting) wasn't business. 

(Hunting) made you feel like a grown-up. 

(Hunting has) been in my family for a lot of years. (Hunting 
was) something dad and | (could) do together. 

I married a hunter and I thought if I wanted to spend time 
with him, I'd better learn how to (hunt). 

I’ve hunted with my brothers all my life. (Now) they're all 
gone - except the littlest one - things change. 


Also the group placed high value on the naturalistic experience of 
hunting: 
It might only be 200 yards off the road, but it’s a different 
world. 
I went through a bad divorce and I value the time out in the 
woods to get away from it - the peace - listen to the birds. 
Now I’m remarried and I look (still) forward to getting 
away - it’s that peace. 
(There is) nothing like mother nature. It’s the smell of the 
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woods. 


And, the challenge of hunting was not valued as much as other 
issues by this group and the utilitarian aspects were not mentioned 
unless the group was pressed on the issue: 
(Hunting) was a challenge, something to tell your friends 
about. 
I enjoyed being out in the woods. I enjoyed running the dogs. 
My father and his father hunted. They were coal miners in 
West Virginia (and) it was a source of food - because of 
the depression. (The) best thing to happen to my father 
was the Korean War. When he found out there was a 
world out there and he never hunted from that point on. 
I like wild game and I use every last bit of it. I even use the 
antlers for jewelry. I don't climb the hills like I use to - I 
sit along the road rather than walk. 


The reasons this group gave for hunting cessation related to safety 
and issues around the family. They still held the values of 
hunting, but for the most part were able to substitute other 
activities for hunting and maintain those values. This group 
expressed some concern with the morality of killing and seemed 
overall to have had very little in the way of value from killing 
animals: 

When you are 15 or 16, it’s an adventure being out in the 
woods all day. But as you get older it’s less of an 
adventure. I don’t get it anymore-it went away in the mid 
20s. As a teenager you feel like you are immortal, but by 
your mid 20s you begin to see the safety factor. 

Everyone realizes their own mortality. Killing becomes less 
important. 

The disrespect that other hunters have, they don't even want 
to shoot their own deer. I go afraid out there in the dove 
season, there were too many hunters shooting at anything. 

I got worried about (being shot). I have 10 reasons why I 
don't hunt, but safety is one of them. 

About 3 years ago, a guy I| used to hunt with was killed the 
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first day of deer season. My family reasons were 
curtailing (hunting) and that was the final straw. 

I knew what everybody I was hunting with would do. (But) I 
moved and I haven't wanted to learn that over again. 

I'd stay in the woods for 2 weeks and hunt. But, as my kids 
get older I've started losing interest. (Hunting) got less 
and less (important and) I finally stopped. My daughter 
wanted to hunt when she was 12, but she quit, so I don’t 
go anymore. 

The demands of 3 kids, the wife working part-time. I took the 
kids once (but) they didn’t like me shooting a rabbit (and) 
they didn’t want to shoot (animals). 

(I quit hunting) around 30, when the hunting didn’t matter 
anymore. I don’t hunt anymore, but I'll still get up at 5 
o'clock in the morning and enjoy the woods. 

I started hunting secondary to going out in the woods. I did 
it when I had friends who hunted and when I got out of 
that environment I stopped hunting, I didn't see any reason 
to kill things anymore. 

Basically, my family moved to different parts of the country, 
my job interferes, my friends got too old-health wise. We 
used dogs (to hunt) and I don't live where you can train 
them. If you're not physically fit, you wonder why you're 
out there. 

After I got married, it was hard to find the time, but with a 
camera, you can go anytime. I could get the same thing 
in an hour with the camera when hunting took all day. 

I lost the thrill of going out. I'd get them in the sight and not 
pull the trigger, it was almost too much to go through, 
then I thought, why carry a gun around. I just lost the 
thrill of killing an animal. 

My daughter has a terror of killing animals. I'm a single 
parent and I have child to care for and my job demands. 

With small game I didn’t have a place to hunt. You had to be 
careful about getting shot, the state lands are all crowded. 
I went to a hunting camp (once), but I found I don’t like 
to kill anymore. 
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External deterrents to hunting were mostly safety, crowding and 
access. However, it was necessary to probe for these comments 
and most of the reasons this group had quit hunting was because 
of family issues and changes in their own values. 


The group had very little factual information about the state 
agency. They seemed to feel game and fish were managed by the 
same agency and that most attention was given to fish. Some of 
the group had more information than others, but overall the level 
of information was quite low: 

They go on state land and arrest people for littering. That's 
how they make their money. 

You hear about the fish guys, but you don’t hear about the 
game guys. Other than the bear count every year. That 
seems to be the main thing they do. 

They take care of the eagles. There are more eagles now than 
ever before. 


And, the group felt that the state agency would not be able to do 
much to entice them back into hunting: 

(They could) turn my life back 20 years. 

Maybe if the Game Commission buys more game lands and 
commits it to hunting. (It) seems they are more interested 
in lumber money. (It) seems like the Game Commission is 
more interested in making money than satisfying the 
hunters. 

When I was a boy there were game clubs in every town. (The 
clubs) raised pheasants and released them - the Game 
Commission gave them the chicks. But (the clubs) gave up 
because it got so there wasn't any free land to release 
them on. The Game Commission should work with the 
farmers to open up the land, but when I ask them I don’t 
get a decent answer about why they don’t promote more 
land for decent hunting. You'd think they have the money. 


Surprisingly this group felt that predator control was one thing the 
State agency could do to enhance hunting opportunity: 
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(They could) get rid of the fox. Small game has gone because 
of the fox. The price of fur has dropped (and the state 
agency) took the bounty off. 

If (the state agency doesn't) do something about the fox 
populations, they will have rabies. 


And the group felt hunting would decline if the current social 
trends continued: 

Interests have changed. Hunting is work (and) it’s easier to 
get the Nintendo out. 

(Hunting) will disappear. There will still be wildlife, but the 
game department will do the hunting and kill them. 

Years ago when you didn’t have T.V., the family was closer 
knit. Now when both parents work there isn’t time for the 
father to take time off to go hunting (and) the kids can’t 
take the time to go hunting. 

I don’t know what happened to hunting clubs. They use to 
have them and they'd bring their kids along. Now they 
don't have many members and they don’t bring their kids 
anymore, you never see (kids) after 12 or 13, they have too 
many vutside activities. 


This group had strong feelings that hunting was a management tool 
for state agencies and that the activities of animal rights groups 
were detrimental to the interests of the state agency and to wildlife: 

What’s wrong with a controlled hunt? (Hunting) is to control 


populations. 

Most people have the wrong idea of hunting. They think 
(hunting) is cruel. 

There is more media hype on why not to hunt than (why to) 
hunt. 


This group displayed very low utilitarian values in regard to 
hunting. They did not seem to have ever held much value in 
killing animals, in fact, they were surprisingly concerned with the 
morality of killing. They were highly naturalistic in their attitudes 
towards wildlife. However, they recognized all of the traditional 
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values of hunting in the context of families and, in fact, many of 
the reasons they had stopped hunting were connected to family 
issues. 


The group had very little factual information about the policy 
process or about the state agency. In fact, they seemed to have 
more information about the fishing programs in the state than the 
hunting or wildlife programs. However, overall they seemed to be 
fairly positive toward the state agency. 


We doubt if there is much potential to get these types of people 
back into hunting. For the most part, they did not have strong 
values connected with hunting in the first place and the reasons 
they quit will not be easily changed. The reason they started 
hunting was because of strong family values and the reasons they 
quit was because of changing family values. 


The major ethical issues here were the morality of killing, although 
that was very subtle. Also there were strong reactions about 
hunter behavior and the role of the state agency in controlling it. 


Site II ¢ Scottsdale, Arizona 
July 9, 1992 


Transcription: Active Hunters 


Demographic Characteristics: 
white male moderator 
nine white males 
one hispanic male 


Q. What do you get out of hunting? 

Getting out in the woods for a couple of weeks, I have a boy 
(who’s) 14 and he goes, it’s a father/son thing, it's nice 
being away from phones, we call it business, but it’s nice 
to get away from, getting an animal is icing on the cake, 
but we come to accept it if we don’t, the challenge is what 
I went for. 

It’s an annual thing, my brothers and I take our sons, last 
year I took my son for the first time last year, we have 10 
or 15 people in camp, it’s a great experience, my son 
could write a book about it, that’s the great part. 

I like the exercise, I've never been successful deer hunter, but 
I still enjoy it, you always have a good time in the 
outdoors. 

The food is good too, quail is excellent. 

There ’s no wild game I won't eat, my wife won't cook it, she’s 
a city girl. 

When I grew up, it was for something to eat, it developed, my 
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family owns a ranch, so it was easy, but when I moved 
here (AZ) I had to have a license, and when I go I see 
people everywhere, I was used to being b, myself (a 
hispanic) here it is really hunting, I like to go back- 
packing, you are really trying to achieve something, it's a 
nice relief, (to kill an animal) when you are having a hard 
time finding them. It gives you a sense of going back in 
time. 

It has to do with being out with the men, it’s a throw-back in 
our nature to when we had to hunt for our food, although 
we don't need it for food now-a-days, we do this because 
it takes us back to where we were, that challenge, that 
camaraderie, the challenge of living off the land, we only 
get the chance to do that for a few days out of the year 
now. 

It’s nice if you get something, it’s a nice feeling to give people 
some of it, it feels nice to share with your relatives. 


. Why don’t people hunt? 

Everybody has the choice, it’s getting expensive - hunting - 
maybe they can't afford it. 

They've never been associated with someone who hunts, it’s 
not easy. 

It has to do with their personalities, and their friends, if you 
associate with people who don’t, then you don't. 

(women) A lot I grew up did hunt, I grew up in ranch country 
and most of the women I knew did hunt. 

They don't tend to go out camping, because they think it’s 
cruel, killing an innocent little animal, most of them don’t 
like wilderness. 

It’s not feminine. 

It’s the same reason we don't buy dresses and wear high- 
heels. 

It’s the mentoring, if fathers took daughters out, then they 
would hunt, but the tradition is for fathers to take sons. 

My daughter hunts, she started when she was a little girl. 

My wife grew up with it and she sees no shame or cruelty in 
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it, she has seen (deer) starvation, you have to see a herd 
without game management, if we get a tag, we are helping 
preserve the herd, you don’t have to be a women not to 
like it, it’s just not your thing, I don’t play golf, I wouldn't 
try to eliminate it however. 

I think education is part of it, a lot of people don’t know that 
if you didn’t have the game and fish then the animals 
would die (mention of prop 200) they are going to use it to 
take everything, if these people have their way, the animals 
will have disease and starvation. 

The media doesn’t try to cover the good aspects of hunting, 
they cover the horror of what a bunch of dumb rednecks 
we are out there with our guns and artillery. 

As hunters we lay back and are quiet, it doesn't set with the 
hunter mentality. 

Hunters contribute most of the money to conservation and that 
is never covered in the press. 


Q. What would get you to stop hunting? 


If I couldn't walk. 

People hunt in wheel chairs. 

I get an unbelievable rush when I kill amin, so I can't 
imagine stopping. 

Other than running out of money, there is not a reason to just 
Stop, there is a pendulum swing against it, people don’t 
even want to eat meat, but I’m not to that point, not unless 
I was driven out of it for some reason, the city is 
(destroying habitat) but if anything stops hunting it will be 
regulation, hunters will not stop hunting. 

Everybody has stopped some form of hunting at some time in 
their life, a method type of hunting that doesn’t hold a kick 
today, I quit shooting a rifle about 10 years ago, I went to 
a bow and arrow because | find that more challenging, 
you may change species, or methods, but the thrill of 
hunting remains the same, you just attack it through a 
different form. 

I've stopped dove hunting because of crowding, | don't like 
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shot raining down on my head. 

I think if most animals were endangered we would quit, or 
wait, or switch species. 

The number of days in the field have decreased dramatically, 
probably from a month to 10 days, if I get a deer tag it’s 
4 or 5 days and then I'll go javelina hunting for a few 
days. 


. What is a threat to hunting? 

Nothing right now, the main concern is the number of hunters 
out there. 

There are those who want to stop it, the herds have been 
increasing, there are only so many permits, that shouldn't 
be a problem, but all these people who make the most 
noise get the most service, so that is a threat. 


. What does the state agency do for wildlife? 

Trying to control it, trying to protect the herds, the game and 
fish and birds, there was a big deal with an elk hunt this 
year, they were trying to do their job and protect the herd, 
but the anti-hunters stopped them. 

You have to reach a harmony between the ranchers, who have 
a right to the land, the herds are better now, at the turn of 
the century the herds were in bad shape, game and fish 
takes their knocks, they can be over-zealous, but overall 
they do a good job. 

The people of Arizona showed their support when they gave 
them the lottery money. 

They enforce the laws, catch poachers, you can get paid a 
reward if you turn in a poacher. 

I feel threatened by (poachers) I feel threatened by the fact 
that overseas, the orient, they pay money for (wildlife) 
when it becomes a business, not a sport, then you have a 
problem. 

They are giving us a lot of animals to hunt, they have 
increased the number of permits, I'm very pro Slot limits 
on the lakes. 
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They stock the (city) lakes year round, it costs $12 per year 
and they lose money, but it gets the interest of city people. 

The hunter safety courses are just invaluable. 

Their goal is to protect, preserve wildlife for future 
generations. 

They help tourism, a lot of hunters come to the state. 

They do a lot of legislative work, it’s not a seasonal thing, 
they are out there counting the herds. 


Q. What should they do? 

They should manage herds, protect endangered species, 
basically protect the herd for us and the sake of the herd. 

Elk aren’t natural to the state, they were planted, that’s the 
same of a lot of other species, a lot were brought here by 
the game and fish. 

Private land access has always been pretty good here, it’s not 
like other states, in other states it’s who do you know, here 
we have private lands blended in with public lands. 

Back east it’s a rich man’s sport, the same in Texas. 

Game and fish can’t help us as much as we can help 
ourselves, by closing gates and being respectful. 

Game and fish does give you stuff to tell you what to do to 
preserve the private owner/hunter relationship. 

In some states they give the land owner a certain number of 
permits, they can sell them off. 


Q. What should game and fish do for hunting? 

Maybe using the media more to explain more the reasons for 
management, the basic goals, the successes. 

They should push their newsletter. 

The media is negative on hunting, the movie industry, I have 
no idea why it is, the people who own the business are 
against it. 

Let the people know how much money we (hunters) spend on 

We are privileged to have the (right to hunt and own guns) 
and I think game and fish helps that. 
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We have the opportunity to go to fire-arm safety, maybe some 
training in how to hunt different species. 

I'm very satisfied with the quality of fishing and hunting, you 
could say issue more tags, but that isn’t realistic. 


Q. Why is wildlife important? 

I don’t separate (the land) and seeing animals. 

You expect them to be there, that’s one of the things about 
going out hunting, it's to see wildlife. 

I never went camping until I was 19, it’s neat out there. 

My dad took me to a gun club. 

Just having nature around you, you become tuned to nature. 

It would be hard to find someone who appreciates nature more 
than a hunter, (you respect animals ability to live in harsh 
environments) you get an appreciation of what it takes to 
be out there. 

There is a difference between campers and hunters, hunters 
don’t go to party or get drunk, they go to interact with 
nature, hunters try to protect the environment, we want to 
always be there, we want the water to be clean, we want 
it for our sons. 


Q. Recruitment? 

The media is the best, most non-hunters live in the cities aren't 
impressed with wildlife, they sit in front of the T.V. 

Maybe if they offered a 3 day fishing pass, they have a free 
day each year. 

Most of us have limited time, if we could put in, in January 
and know by March then (you could plan your hunting trip 
and your family vacation) some simple courtesies towards 
us, if they want to keep the money and collect the interest, 
I'm o.k. with that, it would encourage us. 


Q. Retention? 
You are going to retain the hunter as long as you are being 
fulfilled by what you are doing, if the restrictions aren't so 
burdensome, hunting is not something you can just pick up 
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and do, it takes an investment in time and money, I'm not 
sure what the agency can do to keep us. 

One thing the draw situation needs to be improved, I used to 
just go hunting, now I have to draw to go in my back- 
yard, the main thing is with elk, 1 won't even try to hunt 
elk in AZ, I go to Colorado, I think (the draw) is a 
problem because you don’t know if you are going to drow, 
so you can’t plan your trip. 

There is a problem with anti-hunting groups putting in for 
permits and then going and scaring the herds. 

Revamp the lottery system, that is the main thing, if you don’t 
draw 10 years in a row, you'll drop out. 

(gun control) They can counter act that, if you can’t own a 
gun, it'll discourage people from hunting. 


Q. How do you feel about killing? 

It’s primarily for meat, I don’t have any negative feelings 
about it, there are different ways of doing it. 

The first deer I killed, I felt pretty bad, but after I had the 
venison, who cares. 

The term “kill” is pretty offensive, it’s something that is pre- 
meditated, in harvesting an animal, it’s different, the 
whole concept of harvesting sets better than going out and 
“killing” something, I went to Vietnam and I don’t think 
killing something is all that great. 

We're carnivores, we harvest our meat, whether we go to the 
market or kill it yourself, I find it offensive for people to 
Say they'll eat meat, but not kill it themselves. 
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Transcription: Ex-Hunters 


Demographic Characteristics: 
white male moderator 
eight white males 


Q. What did you get out of hunting? 

Just being with the family. 

Recreation and getting something to eat. 

Sitting around in the woods and talking, the success of 
following something until you could kill it, it was the social 
aspect. 

I didn’t get pleasure out of seeing something die, but you had 
to do it, it’s pretty primal, you know you can do it if 
necessary. 

The one bear I had shot at I missed, but I had a sense of 
accomplishment out of just getting close enough. 

What got me out of hunting, my family was into the challenge 
and I was into the recreational aspects, they wanted to 
take up pheasant hunting for the challenge and getting 
something, that’s why I stopped. 

I enjoy going and setting up camp, but I haven't hunted for 
the past 5 years, my family won't eat it and I can’t see 
killing something if you don’t eat it, I’ve gotten out of the 
killing aspect. 

Hunting was a challenge, | did it to relax and to get away 
from the rest of the world. 

When you're a kid it’s the anticipation, trying to get to sleep 
the night before buck season, there is a satisfaction in 
doing something you enjoy. 

I was never that successful, I hunted because the guys I ran 
with hunted and I just went with them. When they moved 
or got divorced, I didn’t have anyone to go with, so I 
stopped. 

Part of the challenge, why we put up with the misery to go out 
there to kill something, hunting is a miserable sport. 
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It was hunting to track down what I wanted, to track it to it's 
lair or where it was feeding, later to get out in the fresh 
air, it’s primordial to track down your prey and destroy, 
my predatory instincts were fulfilled in 20 years in the 
Marine Corp, the last 10 as a sniper, after I got into my 
20s I only went hunting a few times, because the military 
was fulfilling that. 

I enjoyed being with my family, I really enjoyed being with my 
grandpa, he got older and couldn't go, so I went into 
sports to make him happy. 

Inner peace, getting back to nature, being part of the land. 

You learn how the puzzle fits together; you can see the coyote 
are really fit this year because of the rain has increased 
seeds and the mice have increased. 

Sometimes I would sit on a rock and wonder if I was the first 
one there. You think of the cosmos laying in a sleeping 
bag, it’s a rush. 


Q. Why don’t people hunt? 

As it's becoming more industrialized we get away from our 
past and lose a sense of (hunting). 

I think people are afraid of firearms, they don't want to be 
involved with them, also there isn't any reason to hunt 
anymore, I can buy a fish for $2 I can go catch one for 
$200. It’s an unnecessary sport. 

There is more hunting going on in the cities. 

There is an entirely different consciousness level going on 
when your prey can shoot back. 

There has been a change in the family, people don't care 
about anyone other than themselves. 

People are so wrapped up in their work, there is hardly any 
family life anymore (a young man). 

It’s not passed on anymore. 

I have friends who hunt, in making friends you find people 
who do the same things you do, as I get older I find other 
interests that can satisfy me as much as hunting did, now 
I have a circle of flying friends and they don’t hunt, as I 
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get older, my horizons broaden, I don't just sit and wait 
for the hunting season to come around each year. 

Guns get a lot of bad press, until they put criminals away, 
they will get bad press, the anti-gun people have a lot of 
money, they are harassing people in the field and some 
people don't want to put up with that. 

The hard line ecologists, are very concerned about the 
environment, they see a dichotomy between people and the 
environment, they don't see hunters as beneficial to the 
environment. 

There is something about knowing I can provide for my family. 

Hunters put in for habitat management and programs for 
wildlife, (all that money comes from licenses) until the 
citizens voted in the lottery money for heritage, the hunters 
are the only ones to do anything for conservation for 
years. 

Hunters are at odds with other conservationists, hunters have 


been pushed to the outside with the popularity of 
conservation. 


Why are people opposed to hunting? 

They are opposed to killing, they do not think that killing 
Should come as easy to us as it does, they want to elevate 
the prey to the same level as us, hunting serves a useful 
purpose in that it thins the herd in a sense. 

They are ignorant that hunting helps balance the species. 

A lot of people don’t see the positive benefits of hunting. 

You have to appease the hunters and the non-hunters. 


Are you opposed to hunting now? 

No, it isn't easy here, there is the lottery season, it's not 
convenient here, they restrict the area you can go to. 

I think people go out and just shoot something, | think it is a 
privilege to go out and get game. 

It always bothered me to go kill prairie dogs or blow a 
jackrabbit apart, | did it to be in with a group, but it hurt 
me. 
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Q. Why don’t you hunt anymore? 

The guys I ran with all moved away, 20 years ago when I was 
working hard, hunting was an all-male activity and a way 
to get away, but I don't have time for that anymore. I just 
got out of the habit, | was trying to keep a business going 
and I had two kids I was doing things with. 

I had two back operations and that slows you down. 

I don't know if I have completely stopped, I haven't hunted in 
a few years, my buddies didn't call this year, this is the 
first year I haven't bought a license, when you're talking 
with your buddies, it keeps it alive, as the city grows, the 
game is further away, the crowding, a lot of fun has been 
taken out of hunting, the urbanization, I use to hunt right 
here in Scottsdale, you get older, (physical challenge). 

It was mainly a diversion with my family, | go on desert hikes 
and that is a challenge, I like walking around without 
shooting something. 

I work 8 days a week, so | really don't have the time, most of 
the people I know are very busy with their careers, buying 
a license and hoping to be off to use it. 

Expense has something to do with it, (hunting on private lands 
is expensive) the reason I quit fishing at 13 was because I 
had to buy a license, | quit hunting for partly the same 
reason. 

It (the license expense) keeps getting more and more 
expensive. 

You become a target too, the deeper you go into the field, the 
Sewer people you see, but it’s not worth it. 

(Accessibility) would make it better. 

If 1 didn't (live in the city) | would go hunting more than I do 
down here. 


Q. What does the agency do for wildlife? 
Tag fees, the lottery (money) goes to conservation and fish and 
wildlife management, salaries and that. 
The lottery system, | don’t like that at all, the game is there, 
but I don't think they are doing a good job with the 
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licenses, | haven't heard anyone who likes it. 

The lottery system works for me because I have lived here so 
long that I can go hunt anywhere in the state. 

It seems they are doing an adequate job of maintaining certain 
species there and the lottery seems to do a good job. 

I don't have a clue, I don't like the lottery system, people get 
screwed over by it, I don’t think the lottery system is good 
at all. 

They are trying to maintain wildlife and habitat and make it as 
equitable as possible, but given the number of people who 
want to hunt and the scarcity of game...it is fair. 

The lottery is a boon to the avid hunter because the casual 
hunter will say screw it and give up. 

You can’t have unrestricted hunting, and the lottery is the best 
way to regulate it. 

Law enforcement, there are some slob hunters too, they go 
around and write tickets for leaving your campfire 
burning, not all the people who go out and hunt play by 
the rules. 

They worry about the lakes and such over and above game 
management. 


What should the agency do? 
People enjoy looking at elk, if it weren't for hunters, that 
Bambi (wouldn't be there). 


Recruitment? 

It’s a good idea of promoting hunting and getting more people 
to do it, but it depends on the species. 

If you want to promote hunting you advertise the abundance of 
game and you'll get more people applying it. 

Are there a shortage of hunters in Arizona, I don't think so. 

I don't think it’s their job to recruit more hunters, it’s their 
job to manage the wildlife, not promote hunting, it’s a bad 
public relations for them. 

Don't they have a “no license day", is that their program, all 
they have to do is to take the fees off the license. 
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Q. What would it take for you to go back to hunting? 

Two weeks vacation, I just don't have the time. 

If it was more popular with people in my age category, I'd 
probably go, I'm not sure. 

They create more fishermen by creating more fish, I don't 
know what they would do for game. 

It’s a personal preference to keep us from going in the field, 
the root is the desire, we've lost the desire to go hunting 
for personal reasons, nothing the game and fish 
commission could do would make me go back to hunting. 

Other than advertise that the opportunity is there, the game is 
there, I don’t know what they can do, they can make it 
easier, but they can’t do anything about our motivations 
about hunting. 

I'd go back, I have the personal motivation, but other things 
take time in your life. 

I'm still in line with the hunters, the problem with new hunters 
is the knowledge, it might help to give free classes as to 
what you do when you are out there. 

A four wheel drive truck, I like to go with my friends, the 
camaraderie, if I had the ability to go where I wanted to 


go. 


Q. Why no women? 
I went on one trip with a women and I'll never do it again, 
they want to be one of the boys but then they want to 
snivel. 
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Moderator’s Analysis 


Background 

Responsive Management, as part of a national study on hunting 
and fishing participation, was interested in conducting focus groups 
with hunters and ex-hunters in Arizona. The study was designed 
to examine the perceptual, attitudinal and behavioral differences 
between active and ex-hunters. The research was designed to 
determine if ex-hunters perceive wildlife and hunting somehow 
differently than active hunters. If these differences could be 
understood, then perhaps state game and wildlife agencies can 
work towards the development of new programming that seeks to 
keep and retain hunters in an active status. 


Methodology 

Two focus groups were conducted in Scottsdale, Arizona on the 
evening of July 9, 1992. Market Fidelity, a private research 
company, recruited two 10 person groups, one group consisting of 
hunters (defined by screener as having hunted in the last year) and 
the second group consisting of ex-hunters (not having hunted in 
last three years). 


The research was conducted in a formal, one-way mirrored 
research facility and audio and video tape records were made of all 
proceedings. A $25 payment was made to all participants. 


Results: Ex-Hunter Group 

As a warm-up item, this group was initially asked how they gained 
exposure to hunting. Virtually all participants stated that they got 
star.ed hunting, first as a walk-along observer with a family 
member who was a hunter. This occurred between the ages of 4- 
8. Most then reported getting their first gun at approximately 12 
years of age and at this age began hunting. Most of these ex- 
hunters, in childhood and adolescence, were associated with friends 
and family who did hunt. Most got direct exposure to the sport 
through relatives such as fathers and grandfathers. 
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Most of the ex-hunters were extremely socially oriented hunters. 
In fact, they reported that when they lost their “circle of hunting 
buddies," they stopped hunting. Or, as "Paul" put it, "when 
people stopped calling and asking me to hunt; I stopped hunting." 


Responses of group members to the item on reasons why they 
hunted, seemed to suggest that the reasons for hunting did not 
differ between hunters and ex-hunters. All cited a sense of 
accomplishment upon completion of a successful hunt (e.g., getting 
game), cited the exercise value, and all cited the importance of 
"being out in nature.” Both groups also stated the importance of 
the "social" aspects of hunting -- being with fellow hunters in the 
field. 


One difference between hunters and ex-hunters seems to center on 
the importance of the success of "getting an animal," particularly 
in big game hunting. "Scott" pointed out that he lost interest in 
hunting when family members decided to “concentrate more on 
getting an animal by going to more unpleasant places to hunt." 
Similarly, "Paul" and "Dave" noted that they lost interest when 
family members didn’t with to eat or cook game. "Paul" also 
noted that taking an animal “just wasn’t thrilling any longer." 
"Paul" believed that some persons were just more motivated than 
others to “get an animal." Interestingly, "Bart" also suggested that 
he experienced a greater level of intensity "when it was human 
against human -- in other words when something could hunt back." 


Three of the ex-hunters seemed to cite reasons for not hunting that 
were oriented to differences in the environment between Arizona 
and where they were from originally. In other words, they 
preferred the environment or species in Wisconsin or Pennsylvania 
or some other hunting environment to the environment and species 
available in Arizona -- therefore they were less inclined to show an 
interest in Arizona hunting. Others cited time and a change in 
interests. Still others cited the expense, crowded field conditions, 
and some held that “they were just out of the habit." We had the 
feeling that some of these ex-hunters would "go back" to the sport 
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if conditions were right. 


The ex-hunters were not opposed to hunting -- in fact their 
attitudinal configuration was similar to active hunters -- in our 
view. In response to the item on why they thought some persons 

did not hunt, most cited the reason of ignorance about the sport. 

"Scott," for example indicated that because of society’s increased 

industrialization -- persons no longer have to hunt and as a result 

it is not being passed on to future generations. Response to the 
more “active item," "Why are people opposed to hunting?" 
primarily brought responses having to do with: 

1. Persons fears about guns and firearms. 

2. The disintegration of the family - “kids today are not doing 
family-oriented things like hunting with fathers.” 

3. Urbanization - persons do not have the same desire to 
appreciate nature as they used to. 

4. The “tough environment" of hunting -- it’s not an easy sport 
and persons have to go through much hardship (e.g., storms, 
inclement weather) to hunt. 

5. Some persons (the activists) are opposed to killing. 


Most ex-hunters were highly familiar with the activities of the 
Arizona Game and Fish Department. Most cited herd 
management, wildlife management, and game and wildlife law 
enforcement as the proper “active domains" for game and fish 
departments. Most thought that the Arizona Game and Fish 
Department was doing a reasonably good job in these areas. There 
was some negative sentiment towards the lottery system that is 
utilized in the state to distribute tags. Most wanted to see some 
changes in the system -- including providing persons who had not 
been drawn for a particular species for a long time, an even 
greater likelihood of being drawn by a fairer mathematical system 
than is in place currently. 


Results: Active Hunter Group 
The respondents in this group did not appear to differ significantly 
from the ex-hunters group in terms of how they were introduced 
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to the sport. Most began as youth (8-12) and were introduced to 
the sport by their fathers or some other significant other. 
Interestingly, most current, active hunters continue to surround 
themselves socially with other active hunters. (This is in sharp 
contrast to the ex-hunters who have "fallen out" of a social 
circle of hunters.) Active hunters tended to cite the same reasons 
as did active hunters as to why they hunted. They cited "the 
outdoors, enjoyment of nature, the recreational and exercise value 
of the sport, the social aspects of the sport, and the “challenge of 
the hunt." This last aspect is noteworthy among active hunters, 
since we got the sense that this is one of the primary differentiating 
factors between active and inactive hunters. Active hunters 
receive far greater emotional and motivational satisfaction from 
successfully taking an animal than do inactive hunters. As 
"Julio" stated, hunting is a sense of “trying to achieve something." 
While describing a recent hunt, "Julio" then went on to describe 
a "sense of relief" that he experienced after overcoming significant 
"odds" (rain, time, pressure) and successfully took a deer. We 
have the impression that active hunters continue to see the taking 
of an animal as a primary challenge for themselves and that when 
they achieve this it provides them with an overwhelmingly positive 
(anc intense) emotional feeling. In a sense, they have lived up to 
their own expectations and they experience an elevation of self- 
esteem (we disagree with the Leopoldian theory wh‘ch suggests 
that more advanced hunters mature or evolve away from this). 
"Delbert" described the challenge’ as having a belief that you 
could, if you had to, “live of the land." To validate this belief, 
"Delbert" believed that you had to be successful as a hunter and in 
his words “try and outsmart them." Later in the group session, 
"Ed" described “the rush" that accompanies a successful kill, as 
did "Dan." 


"Ron" also indirectly alluded to this "rush-like feeling of success" 
when he responded to the item asking why hunters thought others 
did not hunt. He alluded to the fact that some other persons do not 
“have the personality for it" (i.e., they don’t desire to pursue 
animals for the sport and fun of it.) "Dan" felt that others did not 
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hunt because they were "ignorant" of the sport and all indicated 
that they felt that the sport was simply not being passed down in 
families anymore. Reflective of this view was “Mark’s" comment 
that there was not enough "mentoring" going on, although "Frank" 
mentioned that he felt the Arizona Game and Fish Department 
sanctioned hunter education courses were excellent family 
environments to "pass on" the sport. 


Many active hunters also felt that it was difficult to obtain new 
hunters because of a negative media image of the sport. "Dan" 
felt that the media had portrayed hunters as a “bunch of dumb 
rednecks." Many participants believed that the media needed to 
emphasize the positive elements of the sport -- such as the fact that 
hunters have been, in essence, the sole source of support for game 
and wildlife management efforts through hunting license fees for 
many years. 


Interestingly, when asked the item regarding if anything could get 
them to stop hunting, nearly all indicated that only the most dire 
circumstances would get them to stop (e.g., I couldn’t walk; 
someone wouldn’t let me; all species were endangered). Virtually 
all participant’s, however indicated that urbanization, time- 
pressure, regulations (Arizona’s lottery), and crowding in the field 
had impacted their hunting. It seems to us, however, that active 
hunters are able to overcome virtually all of these things because 
of the emotional satisfaction that comes from a successful hunt. 


Most respondents were highly aware of the work of the Arizona 
Game and Fish Department and they were aware of the scope and 
nature of the Department’s efforts. Most viewed the role of the 
Department primarily as that of herd and wildlife maintenance and 
protection. 


In terms of their percept‘ons of what the Department had done for 
hunters, "Frank" cited the hunter education program, and several 
cited the Department’s urban fishing program. Many participants 
felt that the former types of programs were needed for hunting 
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because it would help, in their view, to educate an increasingly 
urban population. Many believed that non-hunters were simply 
"not in touch with nature," and clearly did not understand the 
“ecology of natural systems." "Melvin," for instance believed that 
the Department needed to use the mass media to promote the 
positive aspects of the sport. Further, “David" believed that 
“hunting needed a spokesperson -- a positive voice." 


It was on this dimension that there appeared to be a difference 
between active hunters and inactive hunters. Active hunters were 
more in favor of strong game and fish sponsored programming to 
"improve the sport in the public’s eye and to expand the sport." 
Inactive hunters, in contrast, did not feel that this was the proper 
domain for game and fish department activity. They felt that 
hunting was an "individual decision." We believe that the 
difference between these constituencies arises because active 
hunters feel a greater need to have the sport protected for their 
Own continued enjoyment, whereas inactive huniers do not perceive 
the same level of threat to the sport since they are not actively 
engaged in it. 


Conclusions 

In sum, we were struck by the enormous similarities that seemed 
to characterize the active and inactive hunter groups. We got the 
impression that many ex-hunters could easily return if the right 
circumstances presented themselves. As noted, we believe that the 
primary differentiating factor stems from the intense reward value 
that active hunters place on “achieving success" in terms of "a 
kill." It is difficult for both active hunters and inactive hunters to 
articulate what this feeling is like. It is described as "a rush," "a 
thrill,” "2 scase of accomplishment," even "a feeling of relief." 
Inactive hunters are aware of this rewarding feeling, but for some 
reason its pursuit is less or even not at all important to them any 
longer. Inactive hunters either substitute other activities to "get the 
feeling,” or they may gain exposure to other activities that 
trivialize the feeling of success. In this regard, it was interesting 
to hear "Bart" state that the feeling of success meant nothing to 
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him following a more intense form of feeling, "a different level of 
consciousness" as he put it when “being hunted" in warfare 
Situations. 


Active hunters also appeared to differ from inactive hunters on the 
degree to which they felt state game and fish activities needed to 
be directed towards the encouragement of hunting. Active hunters 
were looking for numerous efforts on behalf of state wildlife 
departments to: 1) place the sport in a more positive light, and 2) 
balance anti-hunting and pro-hunting interests better. In contrast, 
inactive hunters felt that t!.eses efforts were unnecessary and that 
hunter recruitment and retention was "an individual choice." 
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Researchers’ Analysis: Active Hunters 


Generally, this was a well-informed, articulate group. All were 
fairly dedicated hunters with either long-standing commitment to 
the sport or acquired avidity. The attitudes were mainly 
naturalistic and utilitarian. But this group also had strong aesthetic 
feelings. As is the case with Kellert’s typology, there doesn’t 
seem to be a category for the traditional or cultural value of 
hunting and the attitude that hunting is an affirmation of human 
culture. In this group, the phrases "going back" and such came 
out. 


As with other groups, these hunters became very defensive about 
criticisms of hunting. They stress other negatives and the general 
assumption is that hunters pay and hunting helps populations. This 
is in contrast with their own values in hunting. 


The view of the agency is very good, and they seemed to have a 
good view of what the agency did. We think Arizona has done a 
good job of informing the public. This group was very aware of 
Proposition 200 and had already made the connection to hunting 
and management in general. 


Access does not seem to be a problem in Arizona. Rather, 
Opportunity in terms of big-game is much more of an issue. There 
was some mention of safety issues in conjunction with dove 
hunting and in a few other areas. It was not, however, a top issue. 
There was some concern with development and slob hunters 
limiting access, especially near Phoenix. This group felt hunting 
was declining, in fact the group felt that it would be gone in a few 
decades. 


The most obvious ethical issue here was one of fairness. Although 
they did not clearly express it, there seems to be some discomfort 
with the drawing system. The other issue of fairness was 
awareness of the policy process. This group did not seem to be 
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very aware of how the process worked. In general, they viewed 
the agency role as scientific- and management-oriented. They did 
see some environmental role as endangered species were mentioned 
as well as clean water and land development. 


This was representative of an inelastic demand group. These 
individuals will continue to hunt despite costs and inconvenience. 
The major difference is the degree of commitment of killing 
animals in connection with the hunt. Given all of the constraints 
on hunting, even some loss of the elusive "traditional" value, these 
hunters will hunt if they continue having at least some success. 
They place high value on "doing for themselves" in obtaining food. 
The act of the kill is much more important to them and although 
they expressed some regret, it was not in moral terms. 
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Researchers’ Analysis: Ex-Hunters 


Although the moderator felt some of these ex-hunters would 
resume hunting under the right circumstances, they would be 
personal circumstances beyond the control of the agency. None of 
these ex-hunters were very avid hunters to begin with. However, 
they did not differ in any apparent way from active hunters. They 
displayed a broader range of attitudes, including ecologistic and 
religious, although that was very subtle. None of this group was 
strongly utilitarian. There was some anti-environmental attitudes 
here. 


While they do not have much of an idea of what the Game and 
Fish Department does, less in fact than active hunters, they think 
the agency is doing a good job. There were negative attitudes 
towards the big-game lottery system. It seems that they feel it 
keeps them, as casual week-end hunters, from hunting, but aids the 
avid hunter. These people did not feel hunting is declining. 


This group was concerned with killing more than other groups. At 
least a couple of them had thought about the morality of hunting. 
As compared to the active hunters, this group derived less value 
from killing and experienced more “disvalue" in killing animals. 
However, the real ethical issues were more ones of fairness than 
any deep ecological reasons or common moral positions. 


The reasons for drop-out were not access or opportunity or 
availability or convenience (maybe a little), but rather were 
personal reasons of choice. All of the above factors may be 
proximal contributors, but the real reason was a loss in value from 
the hunting experience tied to the family. 


This group had a very low commitment to hunting success. 
However, one said he got an elk his first trip, but quit hunting 
because his grandfather quit and he took up sports to "please him." 
This is as good an example of the "traditional" value as we have 
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The major difference with active hunters is around the actual 
taking of the animal. This in turn is tied to the “traditional” value 
of being able to "do something for myself." It seems much of this 
is beyond agency control, unless they could stress the "family 
value” aspect of hunting. 


Site III ¢ Manchester, 


New Hampshire 
October 5, 1992 


Transcription: Non-Hunters 


Demographic Characteristics: 
white male moderator 
ten white men 
two white women 


Q. Why do people hunt? 

A lot of people go out because other people in their family 
went out hunting before them, it’s tradition. 

They have a deep need to be able to take care of themselves, 
to be self sufficient. 

Especially today, when we don’t have control over our lives. 

Not to lose that survival thing, I’d hate to think it was a 
violence thing. 

I hope they salvage the food. 

My brother bought 10 acres so he could hunt, he needs it to 
get away. 

My father hunts, he’s in a high pressure job and he needs it 
for release. 

It’s a different world out there. 

My father hunted, he went two weeks each year and that 
relaxed him. 

It’s a rite of passage, when a boy gets 12 years old, he goes 


J 


Q. 
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hunting or he feels like he’s letting the family down. 

When I was 13, my father took me hunting, he and I don't 
have the greatest relationship in the world, when we are 
hunting, we have more of a bonding. 

People I have met have a lot respect for the animals (and put 
a lot of time and effort into hunting). 

There are just casual hunters also, they just go out and try 
their luck. 

My father has hunted 40 something years and hasn't gotten 
anything. 

I have a lot of respect for people who hunt with a bow, I don’t 
think there is much sport with a rifle, a muzzle loader is 
different. 

I know people who went to bows because of safety. 


What about safety? 

You don’t go out of the house during the hunting season or 
you'll be shot, we carried a gun to return fire, you could 
wear orange with a neon sign and you'll still get shot. 


What do people hunt? 

Deer is the biggest thing around here. 

Mostly birds, turkey, fowl, bear, moose. 

My brother got a big rabbit, but he found the babies and that 
was the end of my family’s hunting. 

It’s the same as camping, everything else is gone. 

The excitement, the anticipation, being out in the woods. 

The challenge of out-witting the animal. 

Being in control, in life you are seldom in control, when 
hunting you are in control, you have to think like the 
animal, you have to project yourself. 

It seems to be a social get together with their sons or friends, 
I don't know if they will say that. 


What about the kill, the chase? 
Unless you're a vegetarian, you'd be fooling yourself, it’s part 
of it, if you walked away it would be a shame. 
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You have to control it, the amount of animals being taken, or 
you'll lose the population. 

If you are going to take the animals life it would be wrong not 
to eat it. 

Part of the condition of the hunt is...taking that carcass home, 
whether or not you use it yourself or give it to someone 
else. 

There is the hunter that goes out there to get food for their 
family for the year, or to give the food to friends. 

If you kill an animal you have to take care of it; otherwise it 
is wanton. 

Most of the people I know have high social contact with it 
besides going out in the woods, being part of a larger 
group is very important to them. 


Q. Why don’t people hunt? 

Scared of being hurt, not being able to look at a dead animal 
after you put a wound in it, some people don’t like being 
in the woods. 

I can’t see myself sitting in a tree waiting hours for a deer, my 
whole life is made up of minutes. 

I don’t have the time to do the things I want to do, well, if I 
wanted to, I'd do it. I went on survival trips and (even 
though I knew the anima! would be shot) it was a shock to 
me. 

I don’t have the time, working, school, I don’t have the time 
for a social life let alone going out in the woods. 

When I got older I lost the interest, we don’t give enough 
back, we just take, we don’t give back to the environment, 
just going hunting, they aren't thinking about the cycle, we 
take all this land from the animals and don’t give anything 
back. 

I don’t have the time or the philosophy, if I had a legitimate 
need I'd go, but I don’t need the food. 

If | had to, I'd do it, but I like the animals too much, I saw a 
guy shoot a woodpecker once and that turns me off to 
hunting. 


Q. 
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If you have to do it, whether society approves it or not, there 
is a need to survive and a need to challenge, hunting meets 
both of those needs, I can’t see holding somebody back 
from it, if they do it just for the thrill of killing, it’s wrong, 
myself, I don’t have the need, | can challenge myself in 
other ways, I’m not a woodsy type guy. 

You can’t trust people out there, jerks out there, I can’t 
swallow that. 

I'd love to hunt if I had my own land or (if 1 was back home) 
my wife won't allow guns in the house. 

There is this husband/wife thing, (the wife won't go and 
objects). 

Time is a big factor, I work 50 odd weeks a year, I can’t take 
one week hunting and leave the wife and ‘ids home, maybe 
when the kids are grown and gone, but now there isn’t 
time for it. 

You have to buy $2,000 worth of stuff to go hunting for a 
week, 

It’s all this stuff, the rifle, the expense, the link, the 
knowledge, all this stuff (it’s too complicated). 

I don’t go because I have no desire to go, maybe when I was 
younger, but not now, not for the actual kill, I'd rather be 
out with a camera. 


Why don’t women hunt? 

It’s not glamorous. 

We don't have the time, we’re stuck at home. 

(the kids have a bad attitude towards hunting) it goes more to 
women than men, that hunting is wrong. 

It’s more acceptable for the men to go for a week, I can’t see 
myself going for four days. 

It’s tradition, it’s the men’s role (a women). 

Men won't put women in danger. 

There is a lot of roughness, a lot of crudeness that goes along 
with the sport. 

There is the stereotype that men go off and get the kill and the 
women cooks it. 
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My wife can’t stand guns. 

People who hunt bring their families up (with respect for 
guns). 

A lot of people who hunt just want to get away with the men, 
it’s a male-bonding thing. 

It’s the mobile family we have now, the kids aren't tied at 
home anymore. 


Q. Are you opposed to hunting? 

The only thing is the 300 yard from the house thing, it should 
be a 1000 yards, I have children and it’s tough, we don’t 
walk in the woods anymore because we know what's out 
there. 

The guy in Maine who killed the mother in the back yard, they 
didn’t do anything to him. You have to have the safety 
course, I can’t believe that you don’t need to take one. 

Hunters didn’t want to wear (bright colors) unless you can 
prove the animals can See it. 

If it’s indiscriminate then it’s not sport. 

If you endanger the game, endangered species. 

There are some hunters who shoot cats, is it against the law 
to drink while hunting ? 

Shooting things that are obviously not targets. 

These are not people who are hunters. 

But these things make me want to post my land. 

Once you post the land, your taxes go through the roof. 


Q. Did you make a decision not to be a hunter? 

I think I would hunt if I had the right surroundings, none of 
my family or friends hunt, it’s something you need other 
people to get me into it. 

No, times change, if I had the time, I'd take up the sport, 
when the kids are grown. 

I'd probably hunt if I had the time and land to hunt on. 


Q. What would it take to get you to start hunting? 
If | needed a way to survive. 
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If someone were to teach me how, I'd do it. 

If I had the right opportunity, if someone took me, but just to 
take a gun and wander around in the woods, I don’t think 
SO. 

Necessity, to put meat in the locker, if I get a deer in the sight 
and look at it, if I squeeze the trigger, what have I done? 
but I'd probably just watch it. 

For me it would be an impossibility for me, I never get a 
week, I get one day here and one day there, if your serious 
about it, you have to pack up and go. 

I'd have to be in a different environment, if I lived in Alaska 
I'd probably do it, right now it doesn’t interest me. 

I enjoy being in the woods, but I'd rather just watch the 
animal. 

Knowledge of the safety, | don’t think I would just go and 
shoot the first thing I saw, I did that once and I have felt 
bad ever since, maybe a safety course and somebody to go 
with who knows what they are doing, I get a thrill out of 
golf. 

What happens if you run into the one psycho in the woods. 


Is crowding a deterrent. 
Sure, walking up to a stranger with a gun is a deterrent. 


What can the agency do to improve hunting? 

Cross referencing hunting licenses with driving licenses to get 
rid of (hunters who drink). 

(access) There is a tremendous amount of deer right around 
here, you can go right around here, you don’t need to go 
deep in the woods. 

(cost of license) If you look at it and factor it in, it’s pretty 
expensive meat. 

The thing about the license to go fish or hunt is a violation of 
my rights, I don’t have a problem with tags, but the 
license, I don’t agree with (??) it’s having to go to the 
store and getting something that says you can go out there, 
I don’t agree with. 
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There is crowding, deer hunting, everyone with that piece of 
paper is out there with a gun. 

If it wasn't just that little short piece of time (seasons) would 
we have as many people out there? 

Safety wise, it is under-regulated, people get caress. 

A hunting license is like any other license, you need \« respect 
it, there needs to be a cross-check, I never hear of hunters 
being hurt, it’s always other people. 


Q. What should the agency do? 

More education, mandatory training, every 3 or 4 years you 
have to take it. 

It would deter casual hunters so it would be better for serious 
hunters. 

It would clean up the image of hunters. 

It would make it safer. 

I wouldn't take my sons out there, I'd be worried one wouldn't 
come back with me. 


Q. What does the fish and game do today, what comes to mind? 

They do what they can with what they have. 

They do a lot with the fishing, not so much with hunting, they 
come and check your license and fish and it bothers me. 

They protect the nature. 

The game portion is left alone. 

I don’t think people respect them, I don’t see them as officers, 
they need to promote them somehow, if you don’t respect 
them as officers, people will violate, when it comes to 
hunting, they aren’t respected as officers. 

They keep track of the wildlife, they have a good idea of the 
deer, what the kill is going to be like. 

They keep people aware, as a representctive of the wildlife, 
they are it, when populations are up or down, if they do 
nothing else, they keep the general populist aware of 
wildlife. 

They are under-staffed, under-funded. 

The fees of hunting are suppose to keep them going. 
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I don’t have any clear idea of what they do, when I buy my 
license, (1 see them) but otherwise, I don’t know. 

Maybe the core is good, but their tactics, the restrictions they 
put on people who sell licenses, there isn’t anything but to 
walk up and say you want a license. 


What should they do? 

Making things safer for hunters and non-hunters. 

Promote game for stuff besides hunting, they don’t do that, 
just going to see the animals. 


Do they do a good job of hunter safety? 
No, they don’t. 


What should they do? 

Make sure people can use the weapon. 

Game recognition. 

More patrolling in the hunted area, in my area, I put on a red 
vest, I can hear them firing all around me. 

I think they are pretty sensitive to the wildlife, they monitor the 
birds that are in danger of being extinct, they are out there 
counting the loons. 

I have the perception of a lot of people in the woods at the 
same time and that doesn’t encourage me to hunt. But if 
I had more information (about crowding and safety) I 
would be more encouraged to hunt. 

I would try archery, I used to have a bow. 

You can get 200 more wardens, but do you want to pay $200 
for your license, it comes down to education before you get 
the license, the match (DWI) and the training before I 
would feel comfortable with going in the woods. 


Should hunting continue? 

The general attitude about how land is used in this state needs 
to be changed, the soil has been stripped away, it’s a rural 
State that is going through growing pains, we want the 
money from development but we want to keep it wild also. 
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It’s not a place for hunting any more, (too many houses in the 
woods) you can’t tell where the guns are coming from, 
there aren't 250 acres anymore. 

I would be interested in learning bow shooting, I have a son 
in scouting, that’s one step towards hunting, but there 
should be areas that are off-limits for rifles 


Q. What do you think the agency can do to retain hunters? 

A lot of things they do would deter rather than promote, they 
can make it safer, but that would deter it rather than add 
to it. 

Tourism is part of New Hampshire, maybe they could do 
something to (bring out of state hunters here) to encourage 
respect and safety. 

Everybody wants 10 or 15 acres and a condo, but nobody 
wants the hunters, where do you draw the line, there is not 
enough land. 

What about all this land the state is buying up for hunting. 

You can’t have tourism and hunting at the same time. 
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Transcription: Ex-Hunters 


Demographic Characteristics: 
white male moderator 


eleven white males 


Q. Hunt, when, why, etc.? 

I grew up on a farm, we were always hunting something, I got 
into it with my father. 

Used to trap on the farm, didn’t hunt until I was 15 or so, 
then I started hunting deer and bear, I hunt the big 
animals, I only go out for the food, I don’t go out for the 
rack or a rug or the sport. 

It was a carry over from my dad, primarily birds, we train 
dogs, just getting out, outside (broke foot and can't get 
out). 

This time of year is so beautiful to enjoy nature, I like to go 
out this time of year, the smell attracts you. 

I started at 16 because my uncles and cousins were hunters, 
I never saw anything and | lost interest, my father won't 
eat venison, so it’s a good trade, he hunts and I eat it, but 
I never could get interested in it, I tried a couple of ways 
and didn’t get anything, I don’t have the patience. 

Basically because my friends did, we went out and walked 
around in the woods, (the first time he went, he was 
involved in an accident) I haven’t been since. 

At age 14 or 15 because my grandfathers hunted, I did it for 
7 years and then ran out of time, but it was nice, nice and 
quiet. 

I started with a neighbor, we shared a paper route, I 
remember it fondly because it was the first thing I ever 
bought with my own money, a shotgun. I quit when he 
(the friend) went off to college and | didn’t have...my 
father wasn't interested in it..when I hit college, I gave it 
up. 

My father went once in his life, he got a deer and never went 
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again, but I had some surrogate fathers and we went to 
their cabin, they let me hunt squirrels, when I was 18, I 
had friend who shot off his middle finger, I sort of 
stopped, then went in the service and never went hunting 
again, I shot some woodchucks and a skunk, but I don’t 
call that hunting. 

When they started shooting back, I quit going. 

Social or a rite of passage, traditions handing down, when 
you were old enough, they handed you a rifle and said go 
prove yourself. 


Q. Why have you quit? 

I go out and shoot, but I lost interest in killing animals or 
proving something to other people or themselves or to have 
a trophy on the wall, some people go for the meat, but that 
is a minority. 

The only reason I would go hunt is for the meat and the skin, 
but I’ve never been able to find the hunter safety course 
when I wanted to go, and I want someone to go with, I'd 
like to, but don’t have the time. 

I haven't been in NH. 

To get all the drunks and crazies out of the woods, I have 
been shot at and it’s a humiliating experience, I got away 
from the group of (friends) who hunted, I went in the 
service, but there are a lot of crazies out there, out of state 
hunters, it’s scary. 

I’m on the town counsel and we debated the issue of hunting 
in the town limits, near houses, that is a big thing for me, 
the safety of it, being mistaken for a deer, they ignore 
posting. 

I wouldn't go back, only for meat. 

I don’t know if I would go back, the experiences I had aren't 
bad enough to make me not go back, if I was invited on a 
trip, maybe if the timing was right, maybe I'd go back. 

(expense) I don’t know what it costs. 

There was no time and no extra money, I buy a fishing license 
and I would get a combination, but I don’t have the hunter 
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Safety course. 

If you really want to go hunting, you'll make the time to take 
the hunter safety course. 

I don’t know how long they are. 


Q. Why are people opposed to hunting? 

They think man is civilized and don’t need to go out and kill 
something. 

It’s inhumane, my wife is one of those. 

My wife and her family didn’t grow up hunting and I want to 
take the kids one day and that will be a battle. 

My wife is very anti-gun, she doesn’t want them in the house. 

The anti-hunting is PC bullshit, they think it’s politically 
correct, they wa‘u somebody else to kill the meat for them 
in a sterile atmosphere, I think a lot of people are opposed 
to hunting because they think that is what they are suppose 
to, they want to be socially accepted. 

Some people think times have changed, they think that we no 
longer need to go out and get our food, they think it is just 
for sport and that those times, eating the meat, are past. 

They don’t respect the laws or the woods or the customs. 

How many near misses are there each year? 

Our perception is more a national perception because the 
media reports them (from all over) they are all human 
interests, our perceptions are tainted because the media 
covers a wider area. 

Most of the people who hunt in New Hampshire are locals. I 
was Shot at years ago, and I shot back. 

Probably about the same, but I wouldn’t walk in the woods, I 
wouldn't expose myself to being shot, it’s always been bad. 

As a teenager I didn’t worry about that, as a father | am 
worried about being shot. 

I think they are safer, they tell you to wear orange colors, they 
offer more safety courses. 


Q. Why don’t you hunt? 
I never hunted anyway, I just went about 10 times, right after 
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I went out of the service, I just stopped, I didn’t want to 
get shot, (what to go again) I wouldn't go again, it’s o.k. 
I just don’t want to go, I go in the woods in the summer 
when there are no hunters. 

It’s timing and the investment in time to feel comfortable with 
a place to go, my kids take a lot of time, if it were 
important I'd start again, but it’s difficult once you've 
Stopped to start up again, you only have so much free 
time. 

Convenience to an extent, when I grew up, you just went out 
and hunted, you didn’t worry about posted land, down 
here everything is posted. 

I'll hunt when I go back home (Pennsylvania) because I am 
familiar with the place, it was so easy back home, here, 
who am I going to ask? 

I have no interest at all, maybe if I was retired and I had the 
time, | don’t know. 

I go hiking, but not during hunting season. 

I can’t imagine my daughter killing anything. 

The only interest | would have in getting back is in shooting 
skeet, I’ve thought about that, but I wouldn't hunt. 

They only way is if my dad would ask me to go, if he asked 
me, I'd go, but otherwise it’s too long for me, I've got too 
many other things to do. 

How far is it on my list of priorities, even if I had the time, | 
might not go, maybe if my father asked me, but not 
otherwise ? 


Q. What can the Fish and Game Department do? 

They are understaffed and undermanned, they do a good job 
as it is, we read about the poaching rings, more power to 
the game and fish. 

Giving them enough money to do an adequate job of going 
after the bad hunters. 

How do we vouch for out of state hunters safety? I'm not for 
regulations, but when it comes to safety, I’m for it. 

I'd feel more comfortable knowing that New Hampshire had 
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tested them if they wanted to hunt here. 

There needs to be a national hunter safety card, and it has to 
be renewed every 2 or 3 years. 

The licenses should be more tightly regulated, you shouldn't 
be able to go get them at "Joe’s Sporting Goods.” 

If I wanted to go back, I'd go back. 

is it possible to regulate access to the woods, maybe zones 
where you had a reservation....1 didn’t say it made sense. 

People will come to hunt if there are deer here to hunt. 

I don’t think people take the media seriously, it might help, 
but how much I don’t know, the media has it’s own 
agenda, they have a gate-keeping function, and nothing 
will change that. 

If somebody asked me to go on a hunting trip to Alaska or 
Canada, I'd probably go, but if they asked me to go in 
New Hampshire, I don’t think I'd go. 

If there were a population of mountain lion, that would be 
more exciting. 


What is the agency doing ‘or wildlife? 

They stock rivers with fish. 

They track sightings, like of moose. 

They find out if the population is growing, they maintain a 
census. 

(Do they do a good job?) Who knows, they may do a better 
job than people know. 

They see if the deer populations are healthy. 

Law enforcement, conservation officers are out in the woods, 
but it’s not common knowledge. 


Q. What could they do about recruitment and retention? 

Having organized efforts on 2 or 3 day courses. 

A cook-book so that women would make their husbands go out 

Courses on field dressing a deer, maybe a video, if we had 
that, it would help. 

Do we have hunting guides in New Hampshire, in Maine they 
have to pass a course. 
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Promote all the good things about hunting, what you get out 
of it. 

The major reason people don’t go is time, and if it is 
inconvenient to get the hunter safety card, they need to 
look at who the customer is and how to get to them, they 
need to be more accommodating. 

And publish maps of where (to go hunting) and who will allow 
hunters on their land. 

A speakers bureau, people who are articulate and get out 
there and say good things about hunting. 

The less government, the better off everybody is, that view is 
changing, so maybe more regulation will work. 

There shouldn't be artificial barriers to prevent anyone who is 
Sincere about hunting, just regulate the out-of-state 
hunting. 

Is there really a reason to regulate them? If 90% of all 
accidents are from out-of-state hunters, then yes, but 
otherwise there is no point to it. 

More expensive licenses would keep the people who 
(understand hunting) better out, it would (encourage the 
slob hunter) 

I think if people want to hunt, the price of the license will not 
keep them out. 

People who move in from out of state don’t appreciate 
hunting, so that will increase anti-hunting. 

The increase in population will increase the chances of 
accidents. 

Maybe public game preserves. 

Buy more land for hunting, setting up trips, if you have 
designated land and you are the only ones on there, some 
people would appreciate that. 

It would be good for people like me who don’t know where to 
go, to hook up with hunters who know where to go. 

The state should buy up as much land as possible. 
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Moderator’s Analysis 


Introduction 

This report summarizes the results of two focus groups, one group 
consisting of ex-hunters and the other group of non-hunters, 
conducted for Responsive Management. The groups were held on 
October 5, 1992, in Manchester, New Hampshire. 


History, Satisfaction and Motivation in Hunting 

The ex-hunters commented that many of them started hunting with 
fathers, friends, and family. They felt that hunting was a very 
social activity in which to participate. Several of the group 
members mentioned that hunting was a rite of passage for them as 
children and felt that many children start this way. Other reasons 
mentivned were relaxation, getting away, and reduction of stress. 
Most of the respondents had hunted deer. This appears to be the 
most important game for members of this group. 


The non-hunters felt that most people hunt for food, but several 
did mention that they had friends and relatives who hunted to 
relieve pressure and reduce stress. Most of the group saw deer as 
the most important game animal. One respondent thought that the 
more rural the environment in which the hunter lives the more 
important is the food aspect of hunting. The non-hunters also 
mentioned the social (group) aspect of hunting as an important 
motivator, as well as the rite of passage idea mentioned above. 


They felt it was okay to hunt for food, for managing the deer 
herds, but it was not okay to hunt purely for sport. Most of them 
saw hunters as serious rather than as frivolous. They also 
mentioned the excitement and challenge of outwitting the animal as 
a reason why people hunt, and that men hunt for bonding reasons. 


Why People Stopped Hunting 
The ex-hunters were asked to indicate some of the major reasons 
why they no longer hunt. The most often mentioned reason was 
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lack of time. Most of the individuals, either because of family or 
job commitments indicated that they no longer had the time to 
hunt. It has become increasingly difficult for these fellows to get 
away from their family commitments either on weekends or for a 
week at a time. 


Another reason mentioned was that the friends or family members 
with whom they use to go hunting either do not hunt anymore or 
have moved away or the respondents have moved and no longer 
have friends with whom to hunt. One respondent thought that it 
was no longer considered “politically correct" to hunt and this 
might be putting pressure on people to stop hunting. 


Another major reason why people stopped hunting (and why they 
do not go back) was safety. This was a major recurring theme in 
both groups. Respondents expressed concern for their safety 
because of what they perceived as too many hunters in the woods, 
hunter carelessness and the problems of alcohol and guns. Several 
group members felt that now that they had more responsibilities the 
risk of getting shot in the woods was no longer worth the benefits 
to be derived from hunting. The issue of shooting too close to 
houses and roads was also extensively discussed. 


Another deterrent to hunting that was mentioned was the fact that 
much of the land on which these people use to hunt was now 
posted. This was attributed to the effects of development; that is, 
older farms converted to developments and bought up by new 
residents (many from out of state) who did not like hunting. This 
meant that hunting was no longer as convenient as it once was. 
Respondents had to either travel longer distances, and/or spend 
time learning about new areas in which to hunt. 


Also mentioned was the fact that as their lives had changed so did 
their interests. Some simply would rather do other things with 
their free time such as spend time with their families. 


Cost was also a consideration but did not appear to be the most 
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important issue. 


When asked why they thought women didn’t hunt several group 
members though that women were not only more opposed to 
killing game (the so-called Bambi idea), but were generally more 
anti-gun than the men. Several group members mentioned that 
their wives would not let them take their children hunting for fear 
they might get shot. 


What Would Motivate Ex-Hunters to Start Hunting Again 

When asked what would motivate the ex-hunters to go back to the 
woods to hunt, most said they would not go back for the same 
reasons they quit: time and safety. Repeated probes on the subject 
revealed that more access to land would be an encouragement, as 


well as stricter enforcement of drinking and hunting laws now on 
the books. 


Some of the responses to this issue emerged when they were asked 
what the Fish and Game Department could do to encourage more 
hunters to come back into the woods. Several suggestions were 
made: stiffer requirements for buying hunting licenses, requiring 
hunters to have periodic renewal of hunter safety courses, have the 
Fish and Game Department publish maps showing land where 
hunting is acceptable or a list of property owners who will allow 
hunting on their land. 


Other suggestions were to include a module on dressing deer in the 
hunter safety course, making the courses more convenient in terms 
of places and times, immediate removal of a license if the hunter 
is found with alcohol. 


Another idea was to have the state buy up land and create hunting 
preserves for which reservations could be made to hunt for a 
particular weekend. Also mentioned was the possibility of having 
a program like the Maine Guide Program so that a group of 
hunters who wanted to go hunting, could join up and go out under 
the supervision of a professional guide. 
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Most of the group did not think hunting was over-regulated but 
under-regulated. There was some discussion about whether 
increased regulation would cut down on the number of out-of-state 
hunters (who some saw as the problem) but no real consensus 
emerged on this issue. 


Perceptions of Non-Hunters 

The non-hunter group was extremely concerned about safety. 
Many were afraid to let their children out during hunting season or 
were very cautious about going out in their yards themselves 
during hunting season. This was the biggest reason why they felt 
most people don’t hunt. They don’t want hunters near their 
houses. They are concerned about hunters and alcohol, and they 
are concerned about people who cause malicious damage with their 
guns, such as shooting at utility poles. 


Other reasons they thought people did not hunt were not wanting 
to kill, not being able to look at a dead animal, and not liking to 
wait in the woods because of limited time. This issue of time was 
also raised by this group. 


When asked under what conditions individuals might take up 
hunting, a variety of responses were forthcoming: they would if 
they needed to for food or survival; they would need an 
Opportunity to do so and some guidance, perhaps to go out with 
someone who knew what they were doing. 


Some said they did not need hunting to challenge themselves, that 
the woods were not a pleasant place to be if you wanted recreation. 
A number of respondents said they preferred other outdoor 
activities like golfing, fishing, hiking, etc. Crowding the woods 
was perceived as a deterrent especially when others were carrying 
guns. 


Other deterrents to hunting were a perception that the wives did 
not like guns or hunting and that they did not want their husbands 
to go. This was also linked to a perception that the wives were 
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more anti-gun than the husbands. Family responsibilities were also 
discussed as a deterrent. 


When asked why more women did not hunt, the group responded 
by saying that not only was it a more traditional male thing to do 
but the combination of having children to take care of and the 
harsher living conditions in the woods and hunting camps would 
discourage women. 


Nobody in the group had made a conscious decision not to become 
a hunter. 


Perceptions of the New Hampshire Fish and Game Department 
The ex-hunters generally thought that the Fish and Game 
Department did a good job but were understaffed. When asked 
what they thought the Department did, the group responses were: 
keep track of animal sightings, maintain a population census of 
deer herds, game laws enforcement, stock rivers. Most of the 
group did not know how much power the game wardens actually 
had. 


Some ex-hunters thought that the Fish and Game Department 
should be more active in re-stocking or re-populating game. 


One suggestion made by ex-hunters was that the Fish and Game 
Department organize a speakers bureau to publicize hunting in 
New Hampshire, with emphasis on increased safety and the 
benefits of hunting. 


The non-hunter perceptions of the Fish and Game Department were 
that they were under-manned and under-funded and that the game 
officers lacked respect. Several respondents felt that there was too 
much emphasis on fishing and not enough on hunting. Other 
perceptions were that they track wildlife and keep people aware 
about wildlife. 


Several non-hunting respondents felt that the Fish and Game 
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Department did not do a good job of hunter education, even 
recognizing the limited resources available to the Department. 


One suggestion was to promote the image of the game officers so 
that they had a better image among casual hunters. As with the 
ex-hunters very few of the non-hunters realized the legal powers 
that the game officers had. One respondent suggested that Fish 
and Game officers should do more patrolling in hunted areas. 


Like the ex-hunters, the non-hunters thought that hunting is under- 
regulated when it comes to safety and that the Fish and Game 
Department should put more emphasis on hunter safety courses and 
link them with license renewal. 


The non-hunters had many more suggestions than did the ex- 
hunters by which the Fish and Game Department could improve 
the hunting situation in New Hampshire. One idea was to cross 
reference hunting and fishing licenses with drivers’ licenses for 
DWI convictions; include instruction in hunter education courses 
on how to shoot a gun and handle it safely and include education 
on game recognition; put more restriction on who can sell you a 
license, maybe have a license bureau run by the state, this might 
encourage responsible hunters. 


One individual suggested that the Fish and Game Department could 
do more to retain hunters by combing efforts with the tourism 
department to encourage respect for wildlife among hunters and 
even bring non-hunters into the woods for recreational purposes. 


Other suggestions were to lengthen the archery and muzzleloader 
Seasons to encourage more of these types of hunting and less rifle 
hunting which they perceived as most dangerous; encourage bow 
hunting or shotguns in the more densely-populated areas, and to 
increase the distance you must be from a house, up to one 
thousand feet before you can shoot. 
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Summary and Conclusions 

It appears, based on the responses of these two groups, that part 
of the reason for the decline in hunting in New Hampshire is the 
result of two major factors. One is the increased suburbanization 
of rural communities in the state, due to increased population 
growth, primarily in southern New Hampshire. This has resulted 
in both a decline in accessible land and an increase in the number 
of non-hunters from more urbanized Massachusetts. Also as New 
Hampshire has become less rural and agricultural, the more 
traditional social context in which hunting used to take place has 
changed. 


With increased population growth has come increased crowding in 
the woods which has made more people concerned about hunting 
safety and acted to further discourage people from hunting. Both 
groups provided interesting suggestions for the Fish and Game 
Department to pursue. 


hw »cver, even more significant is the perception in both groups 
that further regulation is necessary if hunting is to be promoted in 
the state, in spite of the politically conservative, anti-government 
attitude of the typical New Hampshire resident. 


Finally, with increased economic pressure on the household, fewer 
men have the resources of either time or money to pursue hunting, 
especially when it may mean taking significant amounts of time 
away from their families and jobs. 
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Researchers’ Analysis: Non-Hunters 


This was a group of ten white males and two white females from 
the area around Manchester, New Hampshire. They are all from 
suburban or rural situations and none of them have any great 
experience with hunting. One young man apparently hunted once 
with his father, but for the most part these people have little or no 
experience with hunting, but have not expressed any openly anti- 
hunting attitudes. They recognized all of the values and attitudes 
towards hunting, such as the naturalistic and utilitarian values of 
hunting, as well as the traditional family values: 

A lot of people go out because other people in their family 
went out hunting before them. It’s a tradition. 

(Hunting) seems to be a social get together with their sons or 
friends. I don’t know if (hunters) will say that. 

Most of the people I know have high social contact with 
(hunting) besides going out in the woods. Being part of a 
larger group is very important to them. 

They have a deep need to be able to take care of themselves, 
to be self-sufficient. 

... Not to lose that survival thing. I'd hate to think it was a 
violence thing. 

My father hunts. He is in a high pressure job and he needs it 
for release. 

It’s a rite of passage, when a boy gets 12 years old he goes 
hunting or he feels like he’s letting the family down. 

There is the hunter that goes out there to get food for their 

family for the year, or to give the food to friends. 


Also, this group seemed to have some romantic attitudes about 
hunting: 
(Hunters) I have met have a lot of respect for animals and (put 
a lot of time and effort into hunting). 
The excitement, the anticipation, being out in the woods. The 
challenge of outwitting the animal. 
Being in control; in life you are seldom in control. When 


92 Factors Related to Hunting and Fishing Participation in the U.S. 
Hunting Focus Groups 


hunting you are in control, you have to think like ar 
animal, you have to project yourself. 

If you need to (hunt), whether society approves it or not, there 
is a need to survive and a need to challenge, hunting meets 
both of those needs. I can’t see holding somebody back 
from (hunting). If they do it just for the thrill of killing, 
it’s wrong. Myself, I don’t have the need, I can challenge 
myself in other ways, I’m not a woodsy-type guy. 


And, this romantic, slightly naive view, extended to the killing of 
animals. This group did not seem to be aware of whether or not 
hunters routinely ate what they killed or if the law required it or 
not; 
I hope they salvage the food. 
If you are going to take the animal’s life it would be wrong 
not to eat it. 
Unless you're a vegetarian, you'd be fooling yourself. 
(Killing) is part of it, (but) if you walked away, it would be 
a shame. 
Part of the condition of the hunt is...taking that carcass home, 
whether or not use it yourself or give it to someone else. 
If you kill an animal, you have to take care of it, otherwise it 
is wanton. 


Although this group recognized all of the reasons for hunting, were 
fairly romantic in their view of hunting, and did not overtly object 
to hunting, it was obvious that they were not likely candidates for 
recruitment into hunting: 
I can’t see myself sitting in a tree waiting for hours for a deer. 
My whole life is made up of minutes. 
I don’t have the time, working, school. I don’t have the time 
for a social life let alone going out in the woods. 
I don’t have the time or the philosophy. If I had a legitimate 
need, I'd go, but I don’t need the food. 
If 1 had to, I'd do it. But I like the animals too much. I saw 
a guy shoot a woodpecker once and that turns me off to 
hunting. 
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(I’m) scared of being hurt, (of) not Seing able to look at a 
dead animal after you put a wound in it. Some people 
don't like being in the woods. 

Time is a big factor. I work 50 weeks c year, I can’t take one 
week hunting and leave the wife and kids home. Maybe 
when the kids are grown and gone, but there isn’t time for 
it (now). 

It’s all the stuff - the rifle, the expense, the link, the knowledge 
- all this stuff, (it’s too complicated). 

You have to buy $2,000 worth of stuff to go hunting for one 
week, 

I don’t go because I have no desire to go. Maybe when I was 
younger, but not now, not for the actual kill. I’d rather be 
out with a camera. 

... Knowledge of the safety. I don’t think I would just go and 
shoot the first thing I saw. I did that once and I have felt 
bad ever since. Maybe a safety course and somebody to 
go with who knows what they are doing. I get a thrill out 
of golf. 

If I had the right opportunity. If somebody took me, but just 
to take a gun and wander around in the woods; I don’t 
think so. 

(If it was a) necessity, to put meat in the locker. If I get a 
deer in the sight and look at it, if I squeeze the trigger, 
what have I done? I'd probably just watch it. 

For me it would be an impossibility. I never get a week, I get 
one day here and one day there. If you are serious about 
(hunting) you have to pack up and go. 

I'd have to be in a different environment. If I lived in Alaska 
I'd probably do it. Right now, it doesn’t interest me. 

I enjoy being in the woods, but I'd rather just watch the 
animal. 


And, the group felt that women were not likely to take up hunting 
in any numbers: 

(Hunting) is not glamorous. 

(Women) don’t have the time, (they are) stuck at home. 
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(Hunting) is tradition, it’s the men’s role. 

It’s acceptable for the men to go for a week. I can't See 
(women) going for four days. 

A lot of people who hunt just want to get away with the men. 
(Hunting) is a male bonding thing. 

There is the stereotype that men go off and get the kill and the 
women cooks it. 

There is @ lot of roughness, a lot of crudeness that goes along 
with the sport. 


This group had strong views that hunting, particularly guns, were 
unsafe and this emerged as a major issue to them. They had 
general feelings that hunters were often unsafe and untrained. This 
group expressed general concern with violence in society and 
mentioned the Los Angeles riots. They had vague feelings that 
guns and some hunters were inherently unsafe and this was one of 
the reasons they would not personally want to begin hunting: 

You can't trust people out there, (the) jerks out there, I can't 
swallow that. 

I wouldn't take my sons out there. I'd be worried one 
wouldn't come back with me. 

The only thing is the 300 yard from the house (prohibition to 
shoot firearms). It should be 1000 yards. I have children 
and it’s tough. We don’t walk in the woods anymore 
because we know what’s out there. 

The guy in Maine killed the mother in the back yard. They 
didn’t do anything to him. 

You have to have the safety course. ! can’t believe that you 
don't need to take one. 


And, the group expressed some negative attitudes towards hunting 
as they were pressed on why they didn’t hunt: 
If (hunting) is indiscriminate, then it’s not sport. 
If you endanger the game-endangered species. 
There are some hunters who shoot cats. Is it against (the law) 
to drink while hunting? 
But, (improper hunter behavior) make me want to post my 
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land, 
What happens if you run into the one psycho out in the 
woods ? 


This group had only the vaguest notions about what the state 
agency did or should do in regard to hunting. They expressed 
some concern about the agency’s role in law enforcement and 
repeatedly returned to the issue of safety. This group had very 
low level of factual information about gun safety and seemed to 
feel that firearms were inherently unsafe. The did not seem to 
have a clear picture of the state agency role in hunter safety: 

(The state agency should) cross reference hunting licenses with 
driving licenses to get rid of (hunters who have drunk 
driving arrests). 

The thing about the license to go fish and hunt is a violation 
of my rights. I don’t have a problem with tags, but the 
license I don’t agree with it. It’s (an issue) of having to 
go to the store and get something that says you can go out 
there, 1 don’t agree with that. 

There is crowding (during the deer season). Everyone with 
that piece of paper is out there with a gun. 

A hunting license is like any other license, you need to respect 
it. There needs to be a cross-check. I never hear of 
hunters being (shot), it’s always other people. 

More education, mandatory training, every 3 or 4 years you 
have to take it. 

(Hunter safety training) would deter the casual hunter so it 
would be better for (the) serious hunter. 


This group had very low factual knowledge of what the state 
agency actually did. In fact, there was a fairly high level of 
discomfort with the state agency: 
They do what they can with what they have. 
They do a lot with fishing, not so mich with hunting. They 
come and check your license and fish and it bothers me. 
I don't (think) people respect them. I don’t see them as 
officers. They need to promote themselves somehow. If 
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you don't respect them as officers, people will violate (the 
laws), When it comes to hunting, they aren't respected as 
officers. 

They keep people aware. AS a representative of the wildlife, 
they are it. When populations are up or down, if they do 
nothing else, they keep the general populist aware of 
wildlife. 

They are under-staffed, under-funded. 

Maybe the core is good, but their tactics. The restrictions 
they put on people who sell licenses. There isn’t anything 
but to walk up and say you want a license. 

(The state agency should) promote game for stuff besides 
hunting. They don’t do that, just going to see the animals. 

I think they are pretty sensitive to the wildlife. They monitor 
the birds that are in danger of being extinct. They are out 
there counting the loons. 


The group was so concerned with the idea of hunting and firearm 
safety, that the discussion did not get to issues of policy to any 
great extent. The group did talk about staggered seasons, season 
length and other issues, mostly around deer hunting, which had to 
do with their perception that hunting in New Hampshire was very 
unsafe and that the state agency should not attempt to recruit 
hunters or encourage more people to hunt: 

A lot of things they (could) do would deter (hunting) rather 
than promote. The can make it safer, but that would deter 
it rather than add to it. 

Everybody wants 10 or 15 acres and a condo, but nobody 
wants the hunters. Where do you draw the line? There is 
not enough land. 

You can't have tourism and hunting at the same time. 


This group had generally low levels of positive attitudes towards 
wildlife. In fact, this group showed some negativistic attitudes, but 
recognized the naturalistic and utilitarian values in hunting. There 
was some subtle, but not intense anti-hunting attitudes and fairly 
strong anti-hunter attitudes. Despite this, the group had generally 
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romantic attitudes towards hunting and saw the traditional family 
values, individual values of self-sufficiency and personal challenge 
aspect. While they recognized these values, none were especially 
important to them or their lifestyles. Thus, the potential for people 
of this type to be recruited into hunting is low. 


These people had almost no real information about the state 
agency. They seemed completely unaware of the policy process 
or the function of the state agency. While their overall attitude 
towards the agency was more or less favorable, they had some 
serious reservations about some actions of the agency and seemed 
to be concerned that the agency was not broad enough in scope. 


This group did not show any moralistic attitudes and seemed 
mostly unaware of the animal rights movement. They did not 
seem to feel that hunting was declining, if fact, they were 
concerned with increases in hunting. Issues of animal welfare 
arose to a small extent, but this was not a major issue with this 


group. 


The over-whelming issue with these people was safety. That issue 
dominated the discussion and probably colored much of the 
information here. This group seemed to feel that firearms were 
unsafe regardless of the circumstances and that hunting was a 
highly unsafe activity. They were especially concerned with 
drinking and hunting and safety training. 


The major ethical issues here are ones of safety and fairness. This 
group felt that society in general was not represented in issues of 
wildlife policy, within the context of hunting, and that safety was 
the factor that clearly expressed that. 
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Researchers’ Analysis: Ex-Hunters 


This was a group of eleven white males from the rural or suburban 
area around Manchester, New Hampshire. All of the group hunted 
at One time and two members of the group considerd themselves 
active hunters, although they have not purchased New Hampshire 
hunting licenses recently. Most of the group hunted when they 
were young, although at least two of them only hunted once or 
twice while they were adults. Except for the two who thought of 
themselves as active hunters, none of the group seemed to have 
had a great attachment to hunting. The reasons they gave for 
hunting were strongly around issues of tradition in the family, 
naturalistic values and utilitarian attitudes: 

(1) grew up on a farm. We were always hunting something, 
(I) got into it with my father. 

(Hunting) was a carry over from my dad. (We hunted) 
primarily birds (and) we train dogs. 

(Hunting season) is so beautiful and (1) enjoy nature. I like to 
go out this time of year, the smell attracts you. 

I started at 16 because of my uncles and cousins were hunters. 
I never saw anything and I lost interest. My father won't 
eat venison, So it’s a good trade, he hunts and I eat it. 
But, I never could get interested in it. I tried a couple of 
ways and didn’t get anything, I don’t have the patience. 

(I went) basically because my friends did. We went out and 
walked around in the woods. (The first time I went, there 
was an accident and) I haven't been since. 

I started with a neighbor. We shared a paper route, | 
remember it fondly because it was the first thing I ever 
bought with my own money, a shotgun. I quit when (my 
friend) went off to college and I didn’t have (anyone to go 
with) ...my father wasn't interested in (hunting). When I 
(went to) college, I gave it up. 

My father went once in his life (and) he got a deer and never 
went again. I had some surrogate fathers and we went to 
their cabin (and) they let me hunt squirrels. When I was 
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18, | had a friend who shot his middle finger off. I sort of 
stopped, then went in the service and never hunted again. 
I shot some woodchucks and a skunk, but I don’t call that 
hunting. 

(Hunting is) a social or rite of passage. Traditions (are) 
handed down. When you were old enough, they handed 
you a rifle and said go prove yourself. 


The reasons this group had quit hunting were various, but the 
consistent issues centered around the family and changing values 
and only about half of the group would even express a desire to go 
when pressed by the moderator: 

I go out and shoot, but I lost interest in killing animals or 
proving something to other people...or to have a trophy on 
the wall. Some people go for the meat, but it is a 
minority. 

The only reason | would go is for the meat and the skin. But, 
I’ve never been able to find the hunter safety course when 
I wanted to go and I want someone to go with. I'd like to 
(hunt), but don’t have the time. 

I don't know if I would go back. The experiences I had aren't 
bad enough to make me not go back. If I was invited on 
a trip, maybe if the timing was right, maybe I'd go back. 

There (is) not time and no extra money. I buy a fishing 
license and I would gei a combination (hunting and fishing 
license) but I don’t have the hunter safety course. 

I never (really) hunted anyway, I just went about 10 times 
right after I got out of the (military) service. I just 
stopped. I didn’t want to get shot. I wouldn't go again. 
(Hunting) is o.k., | just don’t want to go. I go in the 
woods in the summer when there are no hunters. 

It’s timing and the investment in time to feel comfortable with 
a place to go. My kids take a lot of time. If it were 
important, I'd start again, but it’s difficult once you've 
stopped to start up again. You only have so much free 
i‘me. 

The only interest I have in getting back is in shooting skeet. 
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I've thought about that, but | wouldn't hunt again. 

As far as it is on my list of priorities, even if I had the time, 
I might not go. Maybe if my father asked me, but not 
otherwise. 

If somebody asked me to go on a hunting trip to Alaska or 
Canada, I'd probably go. But if they asked me to go in 
New Hampshire, I don’t think I'd go. 

If there were a population of mountain lions (to hunt) that 
would be more exciting! 


The biggest issue for this group was that hunting was not safe. 
They generally expressed concern about being shot. Several had 
been involved in accidents or near accidents and only about half of 
the group had been through the mandatory hunter safety course: 
... To get all the drunks and crazies out of the woods. I have 
been shot at and it’s a humiliating experience. I got away 
from the group (of friends) who hunted (when) I went in 
the service. But there are a lot of crazies out there, out- 
of-state hunters, it’s scary. 
If you really want to go hunting, you'll make the time to take 
the hunter safety course. 


There was a general discussion on hunter safety courses. Most of 
the group was aware that it was mandatory, but they did not seem 
to know how to get into a course, how long they were, how much 
the cost was or what the requirements were. There was a lot of 
discussion about drunk hunters, this was perceived to be a very 
common occurrance. 


When asked about anti-hunting and animal rights issues, the group 
was mostly very negative in their reaction. One member of the 
group stated that he had lost a consulting job because of his pro- 
hunting attitudes. The group did not seem to separate gun control 
issues and anti-hunting issues: 
My wife is very anti-gun, she doesn’t want them in the house. 
My wife and her family didn't grow up hunting and (if) | want 
to take the kids one day, that will be a battle. 
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(Some think hunting) is inhumane, my wife is one of those. 

They think man is civilized and (doesn't) need to go out and 
kill something. 

Some people think times have (hanged. They think that we no 
longer need to go out and get our food. They think 
(hunting) is just for sport and that those times, eating the 
meat, are past. 

The anti-hunting (movement) is PC bullshit. They think it is 
politically correct, they want somebody to kill the meat for 
them in a Sterile atmosphere. I think a lot of people are 
opposed to hunting because the think that is what they are 
supposed to (do). They want to be socially accepted. 


And, this group agreed that hunting was a management tool for 
keeping wildlife populations from starvation. The discussion, 
however, quickly driftzd to issues of safety. This group mentioned 
the woman in Maine who was shot in her backyard by a deer 
hunter and, while they felt hunting was unsafe, they felt most 
peoples attitudes were shaped by the media: 

Our perception is more a national perception because the 
media reports (hunting accidents from all over the country 
because) they are all human interests. Our perceptions are 
tainted because the media covers a wider area. 


When pressed on the issue of hunting safety in New Hampshire, 
the group still felt that hunting was, in fact, unsafe: 
Most of the people who hunt in New Hampshire are locals 
(but) | was shot at years ago and I shot back. 
As a teenager I didn't worry about that (but) as a father I am 
worried about being shot. 


This group had very little information about the state agency and 

how it functioned. They did not have an especially negative 

attitude, but they did not seem overly positive about the agency 
either: 

They are under-staffed and under-manned. They do a good 

job as it is. We read about the poaching rings. More 
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power to the game and fish! 

(We should give the agency) enough money to do an adequate 
job of going after the bad hunters. 

How (does the agency) vouch for out-of-state hunters safety ? 
I’m not for regulations, but when it comes io safety, I’m 
for it. 

The stock rivers with fish. 

They track sightings, like of moose. 


When prompted on the environmental function of the state agency, 
this group had little to offer. One member of the group, who had 
moved to New Hampshire from Pennsylvania, suggested that the 
agency should poison fox. The group felt that the state agency was 
mostly concerned with game species and with law enforcement: 
They see if the deer populations are healthy. 
They find out if the (deer) population is growing. They 
maintain a census. 
(The state agency does) law enforcement, conservation officers 
out in the woods, but it’s not common knowledge. 


When asked about issues of recruitment and retention of hunters, 
the group returned to issues of safety and convenience. This group 
did not seem to feel that declining hunters was a problem, but 
rather that there were too many hunters. However, the group 
seemed to be concerned that it may not be the proper function of 
the agency to regulate hunting participation to any great extent: 

The major reason people don’t go (hunting) is time, and if it 
is convenient to get the hunter safety card. (The state 
agency) needs to look at who the customer is and how to 
get to them, they need to be more accommodating. 

The less government, the better off everybody is. (However) 
that view is changing, so maybe more regulation will 
work. 

Is there really a reason to regulate (hunters)? If 90% of all 
accidents are from out-of-state hunters, then yes, but 
otherwise there is no point to it. 

The increase in population will increase the chances of accidents. 
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(The state agency should) buy more land for hunting, setting 
up trips. If you have designated land and you are the only 
ones on there, some people would appreciate that. 

It would be good for people like me who don’t know where to 
go to hook up with hunters who know where to go. 


This group did not have much in the way of concrete ideas about 
hunting and wildlife. They were concerned about safety, to the 
point that they did not express clear attitudes towards hunting and 
wildlife. Overall they were naturalistic and utilitarian in their 
views. They recognized the family values in hunting and the 
personal values and commitments. However, it was obvious that 
they did not personally hold strong values in that area. They had 
quit hunting for no definite reasons or for reasons which could be 
easily impacted by policy changes. There is little or no chance 
these people would be recruited back into hunting. 


They had little or no idea about the wildlife policy process or 
about the state agency. The major ethical issue they held was 
centered around personal safety and government paternalism. This 
group showed surprisingly little ecologistic attitudes even when 
pressed on the issue. 


The animal rights movement has had little or no impact on the 
thinking of this group. They mostly expressed contempt for those 
values and we do not think they had any impact on why these 
people had quit hunting. 


The major policy issue here is, as in other states, knowledge of the 
policy process. This group was very uninformed and that is a 
problem if the state agency wants to be reflective of public 
Opinion. 


Site IV @ San Francisco, California 
November 9, 1992 


Transcription: Non-Hunters 


Demographic Characteristics: 
white male moderator 
eight white men 
two white women 


Q. What can you tell me about hunting? 

It was my father’s generation, it didn’t carry over to mine, we 
moved from the Mid-West. 

My dad loved to hunt deer, my brother loves to hunt deer, my 
uncle was killed by a deer hunter. 

Hunters I know belong to clubs and are very tight and 
expensive. 

Duck hunting is uncomfortable, the positive side is animal 
population control. 

My impression is that it is difficult to find places to hunt. 

My grandparents were backwoods types of people, my daa 
didn't hunt, I spend lots of time in the woods except during 
the hunting season. 

Hunting used to be bows and arrows, now it’s mostly guns. 

Hunting used to be food on the table. 

Now it’s sport, some use the meat, but it’s kind of an exotic 
sort of thing. 

Hunters go once a year in the fall, and they do it for food, I 
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don’t know anyone who does it just for the sport of it. 

It’s more of a bonding thing, my father went with his friends. 

You go without the expectation of getting anything, it’s the 
process that’s important. 

It’s an excuse to do a lot of drinking. 

It’s instinctual, from our evolution. 

It’s challenging, like people go on safari to hunt lions. 

To shoot guns, people collect guns, they want to go out and 
use it, target practice seems boring to me, hunting might 
be fun. 

There is something earthy and elemental about collecting your 
game and bringing it home and cooking it, an expression 
of a deep desire. 

I have grown my own vegetables and that is a very satisfying 
thing. 


What do people get out of hunting? 

It depends on the situation, you are proving your own 
cleverness, it’s an outlet for your own viscousness. 

It’s a vacation, an excuse to get away. 

It’s fun. 

It gives them a sense of power. 

It’s a social event in the east, fox hunts are a big social event. 

It’s a real adventure, you spend a lot of time, the further you 
g0, the bigger the adventure, facing a more dangerous 
type of game. 

The gadgeteery of it, they get into guns and Stuff. 

Sport, camaraderie, ego, vacation, be one of the boys, guns. 

Food, the skin, make money, sell the meat, the pelts. 

Some people go out and shoot animals that are pests. 


What would it take for you to start hunting? 

An invitation to a fancy club. 

The time and motivation to set aside the time. 

Some assurance that there was some benefit to the species. 
An invitation to a nice club. 

An invitation or complete loss of my mind, I don’t see much 
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pleasure in going out and killing an animal, if my brother 
invited me I'd go, but I'd go to be with him, not for the 
hunting. 

If I were living in the woods, a frontier person and it was 
integrated into my life. 

If I could go with a big group of people. 

If there was no other source of food. 


Why don’t people hunt? 

Expense. 

A philosophical difference, animal lovers are really very much 
against it. 

Fear of being in the woods when the hunters are there. A lot 
of people get killed. 

Fear of weapons, negative outlook at weapons. 

The unfairness of hunting. 

I have a negative image of most hunters who want to be driven 
to an area and then blast away at the animal, very 
negative. 

A lot of trophy hiss are ie that. 


Why don’t you hun?’ 

It’s not a part of my culture, none of my friends hunt. 

It’s not necessary. 

I'd like to see what it’s all about, I’m curious, but just to go, 
no. 

I don’t see any reason to do that. 

I can’t see paying $80 per pound for meat, I’m a poor shot. 

I went duck hunting once, it was uncomfortable and cold and 
the dick was delicious. 

I have : other things I'd rather do with the same amount of 
time and money. 

It’s not high on my list of things to do. 

I don’t associate with hunters, if I went it would be for fun, 
not a serious thing. 


Involvement by women or minorities? 
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It’s passed down, it’s culture like food or clothing, it's part of 
culture. 

I think blacks did in the South. 

Women look at hunting as a men’s sport, men look at it as a 
male thing. 

Maybe fox hunting (for women). 

I've never met a women hunter. 


Why are people opposed to hunting? 

It’s tied to some national organizations like the NRA. 

People view the NRA as a political organization. 

There are some species that are varmints and some that are 
driven to extinctions (by poisoning varmints) the whole 
idea that we can meddle with nature is wrong to some 
people. 

Some people object to killing anything. 

People opposed to hunting generally don’t understand what is 
going on in nature. 

I'm not opposed to the concept of hunting, I’m opposed to 
certain types of hunters. 

I'm neutral, I'm for limiting certain, I believe the government 
when they say that. 

What passes for sport in hunting is really viciousness and 
cruelty. 

I have reservations about endangered species. 

For food, that’s ok, but for target practice... 

It’s a sport that has to be regulated. 


Did you consciously decide not to hunt? 
I was interested as a teenager, but never had the chance. 


What could the agency do to get you to hunt? 

Just not knowing where to hunt, not knowing where to get the 
information. 

Teaching more about hunting. 

Depicting places to go and benefits of hunting. 

They'd have io 20 on a positive campaign, there is a general 
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negative image, hunters should be required to eat their 
game. 

I don’t know why they would want more hunters, my 
impression is that there are too many out there. 

Show me the accessibility, show me what is there, (what 
about) camera hunting, that has all the out-doors aspects 
of it, they can’t sell a license for it. 

It’s not something I would instigate, it would have to be 
available. 

People opposed to hunting have no realistic information about 
hunting, there are fewer hunters in an_ increasing 
population. 

Some hunters are jerks. 

The media has an anti-hunting stance in general. 

The media view of poaching gives all hunting a negative 
image. 

There is no lobby for hunting, maybe Fish & Game, but 
otherwise I see nothing positive about hunting. 


Q. What does the agency do? 

I don’t know the answer. 

My fantasy is that they control the hunting and fishing 
environment (environmental issues) professional and 
amateur hunting. 

They monitor the population. 

They charge fees, I'd like to think they support themselves, but 
I doubt it, I just don’t know. 

They get involved in areas where you wouldn't expect them. 

Trying to redistribute water for fisheries. 

Conservation, preserving habitat. 

Count the population, seasonal growth. 

Adjust the seasons. 

The balance, the endangered species thing. 

Do they designate the hunting areas? 

They issue the licenses, the cops of the forest. 

They are more often reactive than proactive. 

They respond to political pressure. 
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Giving hunting licenses, monitoring the herds to see what is 
available. 

Setting rules. 

Numbers of licenses, like the taxi commission. 

They close some areas or make it more difficult. 

They are responsible for preserves, like Tule elk. 


What should they do? 

If a species is dwindling, they should protect it, like bears 20 
years ago. 

I'd like to see them yield less to political pressure. 

They should be the ombudsmen for wildlife against sheep and 
cattle. 

They should be advocates for ecology against the general 
(decline in the environment). 

They are known to be policemen of the wild, but do they have 
teeth, it would be interesting to know, but I don't care 
much about Fish & Game people. 


What should they do for hunting? 

Limit the number of hunters. 

Keep track of the ecology of what’s going on. 

I don’t know what the penalties are, my impression is that they 
are not too great. 

They should not go out and seek more hunters. The world 
does not need more hunters. 

We form our adult patterns in our teen years, the Fish & 
Game could bring programs into the schools, or make 
programs available to social studies teachers. 

Guided trips for beginners. 

We don’t have that generation of fathers and uncles. 

Do they need to limit hunters or increase hunters. 

Hunters in the 30s and 40s saved a lot of areas, hunting is 
compatible with other wilderness uses. 

If we are going to increase hunting, we need to improve the 
image of (the hunter) there is a real image problem, 
people don’t want to go out there. 
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The image has to be changed to the hunter who is 
environmentally conscious, who understands population 
control, as opposed to the military person or non- 
ecological person. 

Children see lions hunting...we can do the same (kind of 
hunting). 


Q. What can the agency do for the hunter? 

Improve camp Sites. 

Why should they want to. 

Further limit the number of hunters. 

Increase the price of the license. 

Are you going for a small number of elite hunters...or 
moderate appeal...or just throw it open to everyone? 

I don’t think we need to encourage people to be hunters. 

To make it fairer, you don’t charge them more money, but you 
assure their skills. 

Does a hunter have to take a test? I don’t think they do, I 
think they just pay. 

You do have to take a hunter safety course. 


Q. Recruitment? 

Contact boy scouts and take them on supervised hunts. 

Work with youth groups, teach them to be responsible hunters. 

Get them into the field, there is a limit on the classrooms. 

How about people who already own guns? 

Don't raise the fees. 

Abundant populations of game animals. 

Preserves for just hunting. 

Keep it accessible, avoid closing areas close to population 
areas. 

The role needs to branch out to "Rick" ranger. 

Involve older hunters to teach people coming in. 

We have a big brother movement, why not a big brother 
hunting movement, if the state could organize that, or 
facilitate that. 

I don't think we should keep all the hunters we have, some of 
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them need to be taken out of the field. 

Hunting is a privilege. 

Does the state benefit from hunters, I don’t think it does. 

We need the agency (whether we have hunting) in any case, if 
all the hunters in the state stopped hunting, would the state 
be any the worse off. 

Fish & Game would have more credibility if they didn't 
depend on hunters, they would be better off. 


Attitudes towards nature? 

Some connection way back with hunting, before | joined Sierra 
club. 

Pets, bonding as a child. 

I raised chickens, they are nice to have around. 

Pets, and such, that’s all part of life. 

It’s all connected, everything is a chain, if you lose one link, 
the whole planet dies. 

It’s a hard question, but they are important to me, we'd be 
poorer without them. 

They are amusing and entertaining, at least when you are 
young. 

They are beautiful, they represent a freedom that we all long 
for, this closeness with nature enhances my life in a lot of 
ways, if | want to enjoy the out of doors, the animals have 
a right to be there. 

There are different kinds of hunters. 

I'm less tolerant of weapons than (hunters). 

Hunters don’t see the problems of guns in cities. 

People with an interest in guns have many insecurities. 

Protect the animals, preservationists. 

Respect (for animals). 

The understanding that as we grow there will be less and less 
of what there once was. 


Most important? 
Image of the hunter and hunting, education. 
I don’t think it i: a good idea to seek out new hunters. 
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Get rid of some of the hunters, the ones causing the problems. 
I'd go to the hunters you already have and ask them to be the 
ones to promote hunting. there is animosity between good 
hunters and bad hunters. 
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Demographic Characteristics: 
white male moderator 
two black males 
one white female 
seven white males 


Q. What can you say about hunting? 

A relaxing sport, I enjoy it. 

In California it has a negative ring to it, it’s not politically 
correct to say you've gone hunting over the weekend. 

It’s relaxing, back home. 

I'm from Georgia it was a survival, it was a way of life when 
I came up, it was a survival kit, in California, people 
don't take it too light. 

Humans are the only animal who hunts, we hunt each other. 

It’s more of a social activity than anything else. 


Q. When did you start hunting? 

Very young, hunted rabbits with my father. 

Not too much, it was a social thing, but not in California. 

13 or 14, pheasant hunting, with friends of my father, it was 
a sporting activity. 

I went with my dad and uncles, when I moved, I couldn't wait 
to go hunting with my dad, he’s almost 84 years old and 
he still has dogs and hunts ducks, we enjoy being together. 

It was a matter of learning weaponry and learning how to 
shoot. 

I didn’t hunt when I was young, when I got married, my 
husband taught me how to hunt. 

No one in my family hunts, it was through friends, (1) started 
in high school. 


Q. Why did you stop hunting? 
Other commitments. 
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I became a vegetarian. 

I skeet shoot, | don’t know if that’s equivalent. 

If you live in California, none of my friends to it, no one even 
talks about it. 

The safety part of it, the space to go is not prevalent. 

There isn’t opportunity, if somebody invited me, I might go. 

California offers a lot of other opportunities, they are easier. 

Peopie are taking on two jobs, trying to get ahead, there isn't 
time. 


What did you get out of hunting? 

Doing something with friends. 

I liked it for (the skill of shooting). 

The excitement, the competition. 

Pride, self sufficiency, taking care of yourself. 

Being with my father and sons. 

It was a way of life, passed on from the way they were before, 
as compared with now when it is sport, it’s not really 
necessary now. 

Excitement, it was excitement. 

It was a rush. 

Sport, competition. 

The entertainment aspect of it. 

Knowing how to do something different. 

I didn't have any choice, my family just went, all the men took 
their sons hunting, you just went. 

A lot of people get something out of just shooting something, 
the power thing. 

I did it to learn something about myself, I did it to learn how 
I would feel when I was hunting, I know people subsisted 
that way, it was a connection for me. 


What would it take for you to hunt again? 

I get asked every weekend during the season, but I don’t have 
the time. 

I'd need to be in contact with somebody who hunted. 

I probably wouldn’t hunt again, I hunted with my father, it 
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was special, he’s gone so I wouldn't hunt again. 

Basically I wouldn't go again, for the reason I don't have...1 
don’t think people hunt...for the reason I learned to 
hunt....people don't know the rules, | wouldn’t hunt in 
California, I don’t feel comfortable enough, I might if 1 
(was back in Georgia). 

I might attempt skeet shooting, I don't have the equipment, I'd 
rather go to a pistol range, I've been that way for 15 
years. 

I just don’t have the time, my brother belongs to a club, he 
invites me, but I don't have the time (until I retire). 

The expense, these clubs aren't cheap. 

I'd have to remove the mental block, the whole world has 
changed, open space, places to go, that’s a mental block, 
in my mind open space is disappearing. 

It’s the time, I’m not into hunting anymore, if you hunt and 
kill something you should eat the game, not just for a 
trophy on the wall. 


Why don’t people go hunting? 

There is the issue of safety, people should have to go to a 
hunter safety course, some people go through it, but put 
blinders on? 

I wouldn't have the time, the world has speeded up, I don't 
have time to take care of my house. 

There’s a lot more safer things to do. 

Let them live. 

Maintaining the equipment and the license fee makes it a lot 
more expensive. 


Did you make a conscious decision to stop hunting? 

When I came out here | wasn’t exposed to people who hunted, 
back home everybody hunted, but no one here does. 

If | didn’t know somebody, it would be very difficult to go 
hunting out here. 

I've lived here 15 years and nobody has ever invited me to go 
hunting. 
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The media, we're bombarded with endangered species, and 
you feel that you don’t want to go kill anything, you are 
bombarded with conservation things. 

Our whole mind Set is that nature is a different thing. 


Q. Why don’t people hunt? 

It’s a different generation, people have more respect. 

People do other things now. 

People are really afraid of guns, with crime and things, they 
make their kids scared about guns. 

The whole idea of guns, it’s just not talked about anymore. 

The accessibility of (guns) you have to know somebody who 
owns land, it's expensive. 

They have a misconception of what you are doing when you 
kill animals, you need the hunters or the deer will starve, 
it’s not cruel, it’s part of the ecological chain, people 
don't understand that. 

I think of hunting and drinking, there is a bunch of that. 

You have rules that you don't have alcohol. 


Q. Women and minorities? 

I wasn't aware that minorities don't hunt, hunting is a man’s 
sport. 

I can’t get my girl friend out camping. 

It’s the cleaning, or hauling a deer through the woods. 

It was a women’s role never to hunt, I don’t know if they 
weren't allowed to, but they didn’t think about it. 

Hunting is a well-off sport, I don’t see it for people working 
for a living, it’s for the well-off. 

For minorities, when we hunted, it was for survival, that is 
something you really wanted to get above, it’s like if you 
stopped hunting for food you could concentrate on 
something else and make your life better, it was something 
you had to do, | don't think for minorities it was ever 
something they did for sport. 


Q. Why do people object to hunting? 
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I would never admit that | own weapons to anyone at work, 
it’s an attitude thing, weapons have bad PR in the past 10 
years. 

People have begun to hunt people, it’s the human animal you 
are hunting now, carrying firearms for the wrong reason, 
it’s for protection. 

It’s a political thing now. 

Environmental concerns, preservation, education, they think 
they are being wiped out. 

If it’s just for game, | look unfavorably on it. 


What could the state do to get you back? 

Lower the fees, they are outrageous now. 

The could stock certain part of the land, make it more 
favorable, urban industry is wiping out more animals than 
hunting. 

I don’t hunt anymore, because I don’t intend to stand in line. 

Certain animals have to be thinned, advertise that. 

They do a pretty good job, usually there is a (warden) to 
check you and they have a cold attitude, | can understand 
that. 

They managed some fish populations, and they did a terrible 
job, I don’t want them to screw up something else. 

They used to have gun ranges and they have closed them for 
political reasons, the ranges are very safety minded, and 
they are good training. 

Nothing tastes better than fresh venison. 


What could the agency do to keep you hunting? 

Nothing. 

I don't know where the state agencies have the areas to hunt, 
and I don't know how to find out. 

I don't know where they distribute (their information). 

There is nothing they can do, it’s just my time. 

They can negotiate with the timber companies, there is a lot of 
land there, it would be nice to open it up. 

There is nothing they could do and nothing they should do, 
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that’s not the role of government. 

I think it is a personal thing, it’s not something they can entice 
me to do, if | wanted to hunt, I'd go hunting. 

I would be afraid to eat wild animals in California because of 
the toxic wastes, they have to work with EPA to clean up 
the toxic wastes. 

I don’t think the government had anything to do with it in the 
first place, I don't think they can do anything now, if I 
wanted to hunt, I'd hunt, but I don’t want to, the 
government is not a part of my decision. 

I'd like to see very stiff penalties, also increase the number of 
deer you can take, if | didn’t have friends who hunted, | 
wouldn't go, it’s just too hard. 


What is the agency doing for wildlife? 

Protect the animals, protect species variety. 

Hatcheries. 

We all know about the water and the fish dying, it doesn't 
seem like they are doing a lot, we know about growth. 

1 wonder about what they are doing, it seems they are 
becoming a police agency. 

(they shoot excess deer) Sometimes we set ecology off by 
making it too easy on them. 

They aren’t too powerful of an agency, (train wreck into a 
river, agency inactivity). 

They have a restoration program for wildlife. 

It seems I know more about what Chevron does for wildlife 
than I do what the California Fish and Game Department 
does, maybe some more public service announcements. 

Keeping the balance of species. 

They have to maintain the clean water supply. 

The California Fish and Game Department is swayed by too 
much political pressure, it’s not scientific data, they (go 
with special interests). 


What are they doing for hunting? 
I don't have the slightest idea. 
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They have duck cooperative areas. 

They should work with the tourist board. 

Maintain populations, much better wildlife surveys. 

Protect sensitive areas, wetlaiiJs. 

They could have fought for the salmon, they didn’t do a thing 
for them. 

More preparation, not waiting for species to get endangered. 

They are responsive to (special interests) they do give 
concessions, they don't fight for it (wildlife). 

A consumer catalogue, more information out there, offer 10 
different pamphlets you could get for free. 

They should advertise more. 

Is their role to promote hunting, or to be neutral about these 
things, | don’t think that is their job. 

Policing hunters in a way that isn’t over-bearing, showing 
hunting as something that is fun. 

They should be making it -°fer out there, they should promote 
the hunter safety course more and more, make it more 
rigorous. 

They could do a better job of telling people what they do 
about wildlife. 

They shouldn't do anything (about hunting) that’s not their 
job. 

Give people more pros and cons about hunting. 


Recruitment? 

There is so much fear of guns, there needs to be education 
about guns. 

(the image of hunting is) Negative, it’s a real deterrent. 

Find a way of disassociating hunting from the NRA, it’s a 
political organization to preserve hand guns, and people 
relate it to hunting. 

Free advertising for hunting. 

Positive advertising instead of stuff about endangered species. 


Retention? 
Maybe a discount if you have had a license for 5 consecutive 
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years. 

If I had to repeat that class (hunter safety) | don’t know if I 
would ever go hunting . 

Increase the limits, it’s not worth it to go for one deer a year. 

More T.V. programs. 

A senior discount. 

Shows like National Geographic, to show huniing in positive 
light. 

Show hunting as a family sport. 


Why is wildlife important? 

They are part of the world. 

Part of the ecological balance. 

They are very relaxing, I have an animal in the house because 
it relaxes me. 

They provide knowledge. 

I love animals and nature, I’m not into destroying them 
anymore, when I was younger, but not anymore. 

People who don't hunt don’t understand (the relationships) 
they think hunting is just for sport. 

People who don’t hunt don't understand the motivation of 
hunters. 

People who haven't grown up around nature, they don’t feel 
the same as hunters. 

People who don't hunt feel you should just leave nature alone. 

There are people in urban environments who never get out, 
they never get a chance to have the attitude (of hunters). 

People give lip service to environment, but when it comes to 
putting food on the table, it’s another thing. 

We are the hand maidens of nature, we have to manage it. 

Animals are a resource, we may have to rely on them. 


What do you do instead of hunt? 

Golf, target shooting, skeet, tap dancing and darts, bicycling, 
hiking, my children and reading, hiking and camping, 
abalone hunting-I get almost as much enjoyment out of that 
as I did hunting. 
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Q. What could the agency do to increase hunting? 

Advertisement. 

Awareness, I'm totally ignorant of what they do. 

I! wonder why we want to do that (advertise) I'd try to 
discourage them instead of encourage them. 

A better educational program, pros and cons. 

Stop the misinformation, get Clinton or the governor out 
hunting. 

There is too much negative advertising. 

I think it is the fear of guns, we need education why hunting 
is o.k. and why we need hunting. 

Public service announcements. 

They'd get more people if it wasn't such a big sport, just make 
it one day a year. 
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Moderator’s Analysis 


Corey, Canapary & Galanis was contracted to conduct a qualitative 
investigation among ex-hunters (defined as hunters who had not 
hunted or purchased a hunting license in the last three years) and 
non-hunters (defined as having never hunted but not opposed to 
regulated, legal hunting). The groups were held on Monday, 
November 9, 1992 at our offices in San Francisco (10 ex-hunters 
participated at 6 p.m. and 10 non-hunters participated at 8 p.m.). 
Respondents were recruited throughout the Bay Area. 


OBSERVATIONS 

¢ Hunting is viewed by ex-hunters and non-hunters alike as: 
once being a way of life, something that was done with ones 
father/family or friends, a sporting activity, more of a 
man/male bonding thing. 

¢ On the positive side hunting is seen as helping to control the 
Over-populated species thus preserving the environment and 
the integrity of the species. 

¢ On the negative side of the equation hunting is viewed as not 
politically correct. The image of hunters is very bad, some 
are perceived as drunks killing Bambi with assault weapons. 

e Ex-hunters started hunting for the most part when they were 
young usually with their father or a male relative. Among the 
women in the group one went hunting as a young girl, but was 
not allowed to fire the gun and the other was taught by her 
husband. 

¢ Species hunted most by these ex-hunters include: raccoons, 
rabbits, ducks, squirrels, pheasants and deer. 

¢ Group members volunteer that they got the following out of 
hunting: excitement, the thrill of shooting a gun, being with 
their father or friends, the skill of hunting, the accuracy, the 
spirit of competition, pride, being self-sufficient and the food. 

e Ex-hunters hunted for the following reasons: survival, food, 
a way of life, something that was passed down from 
generation to generation and to be in nature. The most 
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important/central reasons for hunting center on: excitement, 
the rush, the sport and competition aspect, recreation tradition 
and comradery. Other benefits derived from hunting include: 
food, exercise, the thrill of killing something/power trip, 
challenge like none other and learning something about 
oneself. 

Non-hunters think hunters hunt for the following reasons: an 
excuse to go drinking, an inherited tradition, to be with other 
hunters, and because of a very basic earthy need to hunt. 
Non-hunters feel that hunters hunt: to prove their own 
cleverness, as an outlet for viciousness, for a vacation, 
because it gives them a sense of power, as a social thing, for 
adventure, because it is dangerous and for the marksmanship 
aspect. They feel the main reasons people hunt is: for the 
food, the sport, for self-fulfillment, comradery, the challenge 
and the adventure. Other benefits derived from hunting 
include: the skins, it’s big business and to kill pests. 

When asked what it would take to get them back into hunting 
ex-hunters volunteer that other than time and a larger 
population of species not much could be done to get them back 
into hunting. They feel that it is very expensive, not many 
places to go and they are just not into it any more. 

Reasons given for not hunting anymore center on: became a 
vegetarian, switched to skeet shooting, none of my friends 
hunt, not many places to go/urbanization, no time, other 
recreational things to do and to some degree that it has gotten 
more expensive. 

Most hunters just got out of hunting by neglect not as a 
conscious decision. 

Ex-hunters feel the reason other people don’t hunt focus on: 
things are different now, the perspective that all species are 
endangered now, people are afraid of guns, misconception of 
the hunter’s role in nature and the impression that hunters are 
heavy drinkers. 

Respondents feel that the California Department of Fish and 
Game could possible entice them back into hunting if they: 
lowered the fees, preserved stock, opened more areas to go, 
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educate the public that certain species must be thinned out for 
the good of the species, had better attitudes and had shooting 
ranges to promote safety. While most feel that nothing could 
have been done to keep them in hunting some feel that they 
might have stayed in hunting if the agency had: publicized 
locations to hunt, negotiated with large companies who operate 
on public land to open the land to hunting, had stiffer penalties 
for poaching and raised the limit by one deer. 

¢ Non-hunters volunteer that they might start hunting if they had 
the following: an invitation to a hunting club, the time and 
motivation, an assurance that hunting actually benefits species, 
a chance to go with a group of people and if they had an 
invitation from an experienced/skilled hunter. 

¢ Non-hunters feel that other people don’t hunt because of: 
expense, not wanting to kill anything/philosophical reasons, 
people get killed hunting, the negative perceptions that 
surrounds it, the sense that modern day hunting is not fair or 
sporting. These non-hunters don’t hunt because: it’s not part 
of their cultural background, no one in family or friends hunt, 
never had the opportunity, never had the time, too expensive 
and dislike the taste of wild game. 

¢ These non-hunters are not opposed to hunting as long as it 
does not endanger species or is done in a humane/fair way. 
They are opposed to high-powered equipment to shoot rabbits 
Or using animals for target practice as an outlet for their own 
Vviciousness. 

¢ Non-hunters state that they might consider hunting if: they 
knew where to get more information, there were films which 
promoted hunting, had a positive campaign, it was more 
available/convenient. 

¢ Respondents feel the California Department of Fish and Game 
is presently doing the following for wildlife: protecting the 
species, setting the seasons, setting the limit, controlling 
populations, issuing hunting licenses and monitoring the 
environment. They also feel that the agency doesn’t do 
enough and is swayed by political pressure. 

¢ Respondents feel the California Department of Fish and Game 
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is presently doing the following for hunting: opening 
cooperative areas, issuing licenses, monitoring the herds to 
keep the balance, designating hunting areas and setting the 
rules. 

Group members feel that the agency should do the following 
for wildlife in the future: maintain the populations better, 
maintain the wetlands, keep species from becoming 
endangered, yield less to political pressure, manage the range, 
Open more sanctuaries and react faster to problems. 

Group members feel that the agency should do the following 
for hunting in the future: get more information out, advertise 
more, promote the hunter safety course, get rid of opening day 
mentality, stiffen penalties, go to high schools/train another 
generation, have guided trips for beginners, publicize how 
hunting has helped bring about the movement to protect the 
environment (and is still compatible with the environmental 
movement) and create a new image of an environmentally- 
concerned hunter. 

Respondents feel the California Department of Fish and Game 
could enhance hunter satisfaction by fining poachers more, 
educating the public, improving the campsites and lowering 
the price of licenses. 

When discussing ways in which the California Department of 
Fish and Game could recruit new hunters group participants 
offer the following: educate the public to how safe hunting can 
be if done in a regulated and controlled way, get rid of the 
negative perceptions, disassociate themselves from groups like 
the National Rifle Association, conduct a positive advertising 
campaign about how they safeguard the integrity of the 
species, contact youth groups and take them on field trips, 
teach kids responsible behavior, involve older hunters in 
programs to teach the youth and get celebrities to promote 
hunting. 

When discussing ways in which the California Department of 
Fish and Game could retain current hunters group participants 
offer tiie following: increase the limit, lower the cost of fees, 
keep hunting accessible, get rid of bad hunters and portray 
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hunting as a privilege. 

¢ When discussing ways in which the California Department of 
Fish and Game could keep hunters from dropping out group 
participants offer the following: offer a senior discount, 
promote the fact that hunting is a natural way of life and have 
hunting places where you can go and rent equipment and hunt. 

¢ Final suggestions include: advertise, create awareness, 
educate, present the positive benefits of hunting, stop 
misinformation, do public service spots like Chevron, offer 
One-day permits, make it easy to experience, offer a lifetime 
license, get youth groups involved, present the image of the 
politically-correct hunter, thin out irresponsible hunters, go the 
high schools, have infomercials showing hunters in a very 
positive aspect and how they fit into society, reach people via 
an 800 telephone number to build the data base and enlist 
older hunters to help pass the torch. 


In conclusion, it appears to us that while there are negative 
perceptions surrounding hunting it does have many positive points 
of which the public is obviously not aware. The main negative is 
that many hunters are perceived as drunken, callous, power-crazed, 
murderers of Bambi. The positive benefits of hunting have not 
been properly explained. In addition, the perception that there are 
few places to go, the places which are open are overcrowded with 
hunters and that the costs are prohibitive should be countered and 
explained. 


If hunting is to maintain its present franchise as well as increase 
the number of new hunters it is essential that a campaign be 
initiated to educate the public about the benefits that hunting 
provides society. The older generation must actively work with 
public and private organizations to get the word to the youth of 
today that hunting is not a negative thing if it is properly regulated 
and maintained. 
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Ex-hunters: Monday, November 9, 1992; 10 participants 


Sy 
First Name | Age | Occupation Residence 
Dewey 46 | Warehouse Hayward 
supervisor 

Lou 57 | Traffic engineer Fremont 
Robert M. 45 | U.S.PS. Oakland 

Liet 33° | Controller Berkeley 
Philip 36 | Hotel manager San Francisco 
Robert 36 | Telephone co. San Francisco 
Bruce 32 | Financial planner Oakland 

Paul 40 | Theatre manager Belvedere 
Sandra 39 | Unemployed San Francisco 
Rodger 42 | Contract computer San Francisco 


Non-hunters: Monday, November 9, 1992; 10 participants 


First Name | Age | Occupation Residence 
James 57 | Investments San Francisco 
David S. 34 | Client serv. rep. San Francisco 
Sylvia 51 | Sales rep. San Francisco 
Dave 46 | Engineer conslt. Berkeley 

Seth 29 | Publisher San Francisco 
Paul 41 | Production mgr. Pacifica 
Tony SO | RE mgr./investor Emeryville 
Leo 49 | Pottery artist Hayward 
Barbara 52 | Stock broker Alameda 

Jim 52 | Computer consultant | Clayton 
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Researchers’ Analysis: Non-Hunters 


This was a group of eight white men and two white women, all 
from the San Francisco area. They do not and have not hunted in 
the past, but did not express Overt anti-hunting sentiments when 
recruited for the focus groups. At least one of the group had taken 
part in focus groups in the past. The group had only passing 
familiarity with hunting, but mostly had positive, neutral or 
romantic views of why people hunted: 

(Hunting) was my father’s generation. It didn’t carry over to 
mine. 

My dad loved to hunt deer. My brother loves to hunt deer. 
My uncle was killed by a deer hunter. 

Hunters | know belong to clubs (which) are very tight and 
expensive. 

My impression is that it is very difficult to find places to hunt. 

(Hunting was) a bonding thing. My father went 
with his friends. 

(Hunting) is challenging. People go on safari to hunt lions. 

(Hunting) is an excuse to do a lot of drinking. 

(Hunting) is instinctual, from our evolution. 

Hunting used to be food on the table. 

Hunting use to be bows and arrows. Now it is mostly guns. 

(People like) to shoot guns. People collect guns, they want to 
go and use (them). Target practice seems boring to me, 
hunting might be fun. 

There is something earthy and elemental about collecting your 
game and bringing it home and cooking it. (Hunting is) 
an expression of a deep desire. 

I have grown my own vegetables and that is a very satisfying 
thing. 


The group seemed to feel that the social aspects of hunting were 
the primary value. But they recognized the naturalistic value, food 
value, and traditional values. The also had a somewhat romantic 
view of what hunters actually do: 

(Hunting) is a vacation, an excuse to get away. 
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(Hunting) is a social event in the east. Fox hunts are a big 
social event. 

(Hunting) is a real adventure. You spend a lot of time (and) 
the further you go, the bigger the adventure facing a more 
dangerous type of game. 

... The gadgeteery of it. (Hunters) get into guns and stuff. 

It depends on the situation. (Hunters) are proving (their) own 
cleverness. (Hunting) is an outlet for (their) own 
ViSCOUSNESS. 

Some people go out and shoot animals that are pests, vermin. 


Despite the fairly positive views of hunting, most of this group 
would not be inticed into hunting by any practical means. In fact, 
when pressed, the group was fairly positive that nothing could 
make them hunt: 

...An invitation to a fancy club. 

If I were living in the woods...a frontier person and it was 
integrated into my life. 

(Either) an invitiation or complete loss of my mind. I don't 
see much pleasure in going out and killing an animal. If 
my brother invited me, I'd go, but I'd go (to be) with him, 
not for the hunting. 

If there were no other source of food. 


This group recognized moral issues and safety as the main reasons 
not to hunt: 
(There is a) fear of being in the woods when the hunters are 
there. A lot of people get killed (during hunting season). 
(There is) a fear of weapons, (a) negative outlook at weapons. 
I have a negative image of most hunters who want to be driven 
to an area and then blast away at the animal, very 
negative. A lot of trophy hunts are like that. 
(There is) the unfairness of hunting, the animal against a gun. 
(There is) a philosophical difference. Animal lovers are really 
very much against (hunting). 
(Hunting) is tied to some national organizations, like the NRA. 
People view the NRA as a political organization. 
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There are some species that are varmints and some that are 
driven to extintion (by killing varmints). The whole idea 
that we can meddle with nature is wrong to some people. 

I'm not opposed to the concept of hunting, (but) I'm opposed 
to certain types of hunters. 

I’m neutral. I’m for limiting certain (populations to prevent 
starvation). I believe the government when they say that 
(is necessary). 

(Hunting) for food, that’s o.k., but for target practice... (no). 

(Hunting) is a sport that has to be regulated. 


When pressed on what the state agency could do to intice them to 
hunt, the group had some fairly factual suggestions, but the overall 
impression was that little or nothing would get them to take up the 
sport. The group had a fair awareness of animal rights issues and 
illegal hunting. The group felt that the hunter needs an image of 
sobriety and responsibiltiy for the rest of society to accept them 
and that hunting needs to be made safer: 

Show me the accessibiltiy, show me what is (available). (What 
about) camera hunting? That has all the out-of-doors 
aspects of it, (but) they can’t sell a license for it. 

(Hunting) is not something I would instigate. It would have to 
be available. 

There is no lobby for hunting. Maybe (the state agency), but 
otherwise I see nothing positive about hunting. 

The media has an anti-hunting stance in general. 

(The state agency could) depict places to go and benefits of 
hunting. 

People (who are) opposed to hunting have no realistic 
information about hunting. There are fewer hunters in an 
increasing population. 

Some hunters are jerks, (they) brag about killing. 

The media view of poaching gives all hunting a negative 
image. 

We form our adult patterns in our teen years. The (state 
agency) could bring programs into the schools or make 
programs available to social studies teachers. 

If we are going to increase hunting, we need to improve the 
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image of (the hunter). There is a real image problem, 
people don't want to go out there. 

The same group wants to protect (automatic firearms) and to 
protect hunting. 


The group had very vague ideas about state agency action for 
hunting or hunters. There seemed to be a general feeling that 
there was not a problem in terms of number of hunters, but rather 
of controlling the present hunters: 

(The agency should) further limit the number of hunters. 

I don’t think we need to encourage people to be hunters. 

Does a hunter have to take a test? I don't think so, I think 
they just buy a license. 

(Hunters) do have to take a hunter safety course. 

We have a big brother movement, why not a big brother 
hunting movement? If the state could organize that or 
facilitate that (sort of thing). 

Does (society) benefit from hunters? I don't think it does. 

I’m less tolerant of weapons than (hunters). 

Hunters don't see the problems of guns in cities. 

People with an interest in guns have many insecurities. 

I'd go to the hunters you already have and ask them to be the 
ones to promote hunting. There is animosity between good 
hunters and bad hunters. 


This group had only vague ideas about the function of the state 
agency and little or no knowledge of the policy process. They 
seemed to have antecdotal information based mainly on news 
reports of pollution issues and also some poorly formed views 
about what the state agency “ought” to be doing. Overall their 
factual knowledge about the agency was limited to "I don’t know"; 

They charge fees. I'd like to think they support themselves, 

but I doubt it, I just don’t know. 

They are more reactive than proactive. 

They respond to political pressure. 

(They set) number of licenses. Like the taxi commission. 

They designate the hunting areas (and) adjust the seasons. 
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(They watch) the balance, the endangered species thing. 
They close some areas or make it more difficult. 


There seemed to be near consensus that the state agency ought to 
be involved in environmental protection, but was not doing so at 
the present. There was general agreement that the state agency 
was slow to react or to get involved in environmental issues even 
if the issue involved wildlife: 

They should be ombudsmen for wildlife against sheep and 
cattle. 

They should be advocates for the environment. 

They are known to be policemen of the wild, but do they have 
teeth? It would be interesting to know, but I don't care 
much about (state agency) people. 

If a species is dwindling, they should protect it, like bears 20 
years ago. 


In general this group had high ecologistic attitudes themselves, but 
recognized all of the naturalistic, utilitarianistic and dominionistic 
attitudes of hunters. They just did not share them. They 
understood the reasons for hunting and the values in hunting, they 
did not share either the reasons and especially not the values. 


They had a fairly negative view of hunters and a moderate concern 
for the safety of hunting. In fact, this group was not obsessed with 
the idea that hunting was unnecessarily unsafe, but they were 
concerned with the issue of guns in urban environments. 


This group had little or no factual information about the agency 
and generally felt the agency was not doing all it should. The 
main issues they were concerned with were ecological and moral 
issues. They were also somewhat concerned that the policy 
process was unfair in that it did not consider these issues. 
However, their factual knowledge of the policy process was very 
low. 
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Researchers’ Analysis: Ex-Hunters 


This group consisted of two black males, one white woman and 
seven white males. They were all from the San Francisco area and 
had hunted at some time in the past. There was some question 
about the level of hunting activity as several members of the group 
had not hunted in California and several had not hunted since 
childhood. Two members of the group considered themselves 
active hunters, but had not purchased a hunting license in the past 
several years. However, this group did not differ from what 
would be expected in terms of hunting activity levels in any 
population of ex-hunters. There was some suggestion that ex- 
hunters should be defined as having purchased big-game hunting 
licenses for five consecutive years at some time in the past. 
However, it was felt that would be an exclusive rather than 
inclusive group. 


The group was typical in that they had started hunting when they 
were young and had started in the context of the family. The two 
black men had hunted in order to provide food for the family and 
the single woman had hunted more when she got married and had 
stopped when she got divorced. Most of the group recognized the 
value in hunting and the fact that modern attitudes were negative 
towards hunting, especially in California: 

In California (hunting) has a negative ring to it. It’s not 
politically correct to say you are going hunting over the 
weekend. 

I’m from Georgia (and) it was survival. It was a way of life 
when I came up, a survival kit. In California people don’t 
take (hunting) too light. 

It was a matter of learning weaponry and iearning how to 
shoot. 

It’s more of a social activity than anything else. 

I didn’t have any choice. My family just went (hunting). All 
the men took their sons hunting, you just went. 

I went with my dad and uncles. When I moved, I couldn't 
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wait to go hunting with my dad. He's almost 84 years old 
and he still has dogs and hunts ducks, we enjoy being 
together. 

(Hunting) was a way of life, passed on from the way we were 
before as compared with now when it is sport. (Hunting) 
is not necessary :iow. 

I (hunted) to learn something about myself. I did it to learn 
how I would feel when I was hunting. I know people 
subsist that way (and) it was a connection for me. 

(Hunting is for) pride, self sufficiency, taking care of vourself. 

A lot of people get something out of just shooting something, 
the power thing. 


The reasons for stopping hunting were circumstancia! rather than 
overt. One member of the group had become a vegetarian, but it 
was unclear if that was connnected to hunting. Most of the group 
simply expressed lack of time and other interests as the reason they 
had stopped hunting: 

If you live in California, none of my friends (hunt), no one 
even talks about it. 

There isn’t oportunity. California offers a lot of other 
opportunities, they are easier. 

When I came out here | wasn't exposed to people who hunted. 
Back home everybody hunted but here, no one does. 

For minorities, when we hunted, it was for survival. That is 
something you really wanted to get above. It’s like if you 
stopped hunting for food you could concentrate on 
something else and make your life better. (Hunting) was 
something you had to do. I don’t think for minorities it 
was something they did for sport. 

People are taking on two jobs, trying to get ahead. ™zre 
isn't time (for hunting). 

(There is) the safety part of it. The space to go is not 
prevalent. 


This group was very resistant to the idea that they would hunt 
again except for the two men who considered themselve active 
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hunters. However, it was clear that hunting was not something 
that any of the group would be easily drawn into again: 

I get asked every weekend during the season, but I don't have 
the time. 

I probably wouldn't hunt again. I hunted with my father, it 
was special, he is gone so I wouldn't hunt again. 

Basically | wouldn't go again for the reason I don’t have...1 
don't think people hunt...for the reason I learned to 
hunt...people don't know the rules, | wouldn’t hunt in 
California, I don't feel comfortable enough as I might if 1 
(was back in Georgia). 

I'd have to remove the mental block. The whole world has 
changed, open space, places to go. That's a mental block, 
in my mind space is disappearing. 

It’s the time. I’m not into hunting anymore. If you hunt and 
kill something you should eat the game, not just for a 
trophy on the wall. 

There is the issue of safety. People should have to go to a 
hunter safety course. Some people go through it, but put 
the blinders on (when they go hunting). 

Maintaining the equipment, the license fee, makes (hunting) a 
lot more expensive. 

Our whole mind Set is that nature is a different thing, let them 
(wildlife) live. 

I would be afraid to eat wild animals in California because of 
the toxic wastes. (The state agency) has to work with the 
EPA to clean up the toxic wastes. 

There is nothing they could do and nothing they should do. 
That's not the role of government. 

I think it is a personal thing. It’s not something they can 
entice me to do, if I wanted to hunt, I'd go hunting. 

I don't think the government had anything to do with it in the 
first place. I don’t think they can do anything now. If I 
wanted to hunt, I'd hunt, but I don’t want to (and) the 
government is not a part of my decision. 


Also, this group felt that society had very negative attitudes about 
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hunting from a moral point of view and from a safety perspective: 

It's a different generation. People have more respect (for 
life). 

The media, we're bombarded with endangered species and you 
feel that you don't want to go kill anything, you are 
bombarded with conservation things. 

People are really afraid of guns, with crime and things. They 
make their kids scared about guns. 

The accessibiltiy of (guns) and you have to know somebody 
who owns land. (Hunting) is expensive. 

I would never admit that | owned weaposns to anyone at work. 
It’s an attitude thing. Weapons have bad public relations 
the past 10 years. 

People have begun to hunt people. It’s the human animal you 
are hunting now, carrying firearms for the wrong reason, 
it’s for protection. 


The group had little or no factual information about the state 
agency. They had no particular awareness of the policy process, 
but seemed to feel that the state agency was not representative: 

I wonder what they are doing. It seems they are becoming a 
police agency. 

(The state agency) protects the animals, protects species 
variety. 

They shoot excess deer. Sometimes we set ecology off by 
making it too easy for (wildlife). 

They aren't too powerful of an agency. They have a 
restoration program for wildlife, keeping the balance of 
species. 

It seems I know more of what Chevron does for wildlife than 
I do what the (state agency) does. Maybe (they need) 
more public service announcements. 

I haven't the slightest idea (what the agency does). 


The group had fairly explict expectations of the state agency in 
terms of environmental protection, safety and law enforcement: 
(They should) maintain populations. (Conduct) much better 
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surveys. 

They could have fought for the salmon, they didn’t do a thing 
for them (in reference to a recent toxic spill). 

Policing hunters in a way that isn’t overbearing. Showing 
(people that) hunting is fun. 

They should be making it more safe out there. They should 
promote the hunter safety course more and more (and) 
make it more rigorous. 

The are responsive to (special interests). They do give 
concessions (but) they don’t fight for (wildlife). 

Is it their role to promote hunting ? Or is it to be neutral about 
these things? I don’t think it is their job (to promote 
hunting). 

They could do a better job of telling people what they do 
about wildlife. 

The shouldn't do anything (about hunting). That’s not their 
job. 


The group also felt the state agency should be more involved in 
education, but there was considerable argument as to whether or 
not the agency should advertise or otherwise promote hunting. 
The group did feel that some education about the managment 
aspects and cultural values of hunting was justified, but mostly 
they were concerned with the environmental role of the agency. 


In general this group was typical of ex-hunters. They did not have 
strong cultural or family commitments to hunting. They seemed 
to have weak utilitarian attitudes towards wildlife now, but perhaps 
stronger in the past. Most of them had dropped out of hunting 
casually and not as a conscious decision. However, most of them 
are strongly convinced that they will not return to hunting. Of 
those who expressed some interest in returning to hunting, our 
suspicion ‘s that they will in fact not return. 


This group had some moralistic concerns about hunting, especially 
the two black participants. They also had high concern about 
hunting and firearm safety. Much of their attitudes seem to be a 
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function of urban California life, but did not differ in any great 
extent from ex-hunters elsewhere. 


/4() 


Section III e 
Discussion & Conclusions 


Discussion 


Attitudes Toward Hunting 

The idea that attitudes toward hunting are not mono-dimensional 
is not especially new. It has been generally accepted that multiple- 
Satisfactions are derived from hunting and that individuals hold a 
variety of attitudes toward hunting (Hendee and Schonfeld 1973, 
Hendee 1974, Bryan 1979, and Decker et al. 1980 are a few 
examples of studies on this topic). This study confirms that 
concept and furthers the idea by using Kellert’s typology (see page 
9 for scale) (Kellert 1980 and elsewhere) as a useful device to 
describe those attitudes. 


In the following, analysis quotes are used from some focus groups 
which illustrate the attitude or value involved. Generally there 
were many examples of these, but we have chosen a few which 
best express the attitude. 


Hunters typically report that "getting outdoors” is one reason they 
go hunting. This naturalistic attitude is widely expressed and was 

a reason given by focus group members for hunting: 
Getting out in the woods for a couple of weeks; I have a boy 
(who's) 14 and he goes, it’s a father/son thing. It’s nice 
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being away from phones, we call it business, but it’s nice 
to get away from. Getting an animal is icing on the cake, 
but we have come to accept it if we don't-the challenge is 
what I (go) for. (Hun, AZ) 

I enjoy being out in the field, in the woods. I enjoy running 
the dogs. (X-Hun, PA) 

1 went through a bad divorce and I valued the time out in the 
woods to get away from it-the peace, listen to the birds. 
Now I'm remarried and I look forward to getting away-it’s 
that peace. (X-Hun, PA) 

I never realized how the wind sounds, the rain, the different 
smells until I started hunting. Now I can give that to my 
son. (Hun, PA) 


There was some evidence that the naturalistic attitude extended far 
and was of such importance that some hunters put down the gun 
in exchange for a camera or an identification guide: 

The killing doesn't matter anymore, I don’t know if I’ve 
matured, but it seems like nature, I’d rather take a 
camera. (X-hun, PA) 

I found it wasn’t the hunt, it was just being out, I’ve gone to 
the camera. (X-hun, PA) 

After I got married, it was hard to find the time, but with a 
camera, you could go anytime. | could get the same thing 
in an hour with the camera when hunting took all day. (X- 
hun, PA) 

I go hiking, but not during hunting season. (X-hun, NH) 


The utilitarian attitude and value of obtaining food are often 
expressed toward hunting. This attitude is wide spread and, as 
Kellert (1974, 1978) has shown, public attitudes toward hunting as 
a source of food are generally positive (see Hooper 1992 for a 
recent review). The focus groups showed generally positive and 
uniform attitudes toward hunting if the meat was consumed: 
There is something earthy and elemental about collecting your 
game and bringing it home and cooking it--an expression 
of a deep desire. (N-Hun, CA) 
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I'm from Georgia (and) it was for survival. It was a way of 
life when I came up--it was (in your) survival kit. In 
California people don't take it (seriously). (X-Hun, CA) 

I like to eat everything I hunt. I get a recipe and try it and if 
I don’t like it, | don’t hunt it anymore. (Hun, PA) 

There ’s no wild game I won't eat (but) my wife won't cook it-- 
she’s a city girl. (Hun, AZ) 

Some people think times have changed. They think that we no 
longer need to go out and get our food, they think that 
(hunting) is just for sport and that those times--eating the 
meat--are past. (X-Hun, NH) 

Hunters go once a year in the fall and they do it for food. I 
don't know anyone who does it just for the sport of it. (N- 
Hun, CA) 

Part of the condition of the hunt is...taking that carcass home, 
whether or not you use it yourself or give it away. (N-Hun, 
NH) 

If you kill an animal you have to take care of it, otherwise it 
is wanton. (N-Hun, NH) 

For minorities, when we hunted, it was for survival. That is 
something you really wanted to get above. It’s like if you 
stopped hunting for food you could concentrate on 
something else and make your life better. (Hunting) was 
something you had to do. I don’t think for minorities 
(hunting) was ever something they did for sport. (X-Hun, 
CA) 


The ecologistic value of hunting was generally expressed in terms 
of the positive value of hunting as a management tool. However, 
some focus group members also found value in hunting as a way 
of understanding ecological relationships. All of the groups 
expressed the opinion that under some circumstances hunting 
helped to control animal populations. This was nearly always 
expressed regarding deer and was generally seen as a positive 
function of hunting. However, none of the groups, including 
hunters, really understood the dynamics of wildlife populations or 
the facts about local populations. For example, Arizona hunters 
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talked about the need to control populations and recognized the 
need to have a lottery system for licenses. They did not seem to 
see a contradiction in needing to control populations and needing 
to restrict numbers of hunters. However, the aspect of hunting for 
population control is widely recognized, if poorly understood: 

Hunting is uncomfortable. The positive side is animal 
population control. (N-Hun, CA) 

My wife grew up with (hunting) and she sees no shame or 
cruelty in it. She has seen starvation. You have to see a 
herd without game management. If we get a tag, we are 
helping preserve the herd. (Hun, AZ) 

You learn how the puzzle fits together. You can see the coyote 
are really fit this year because the rain has increased the 
seeds and the mice have increased. (X-Hun, AZ) 

(Hunting is) being in control. In life you are seldom in 
control, when hunting you are in control. You have to 
think like an animal, you have to project yourself. (N-Hun, 
NH) 

The hard-line ecologists, (those who are) very concerned about 
the environment, they see a dichotomy between people and 
the environment, they don't see hunters as beneficial to the 
environment. (X-Hun, AZ) 

(Anti-hunters) have a misconception of what (hunters) are 
doing when (they) kill an animal. You need the hunters or 
the deer will starve. (Hunting) is not cruel, it’s part of the 
ecological chain (but) people don’t understand that. (X- 
Hun, CA) 


Another reason given for hunting and a value in hunting is the 
dominionistic attitude of demonstrating a mastery over wild 
animals. While this may seem on face value a superficial reason, 
it should not be discounted. The focus groups showed that active 
hunters placed a high value on this, especially the actual killing of 
wild animals, but in a very reverential way. Other groups also 

recognized the positive values in this attitude: 
It’s something you can't explain, everybody feels different-- 
next to godly I would say--it’s the challenge to make that 
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one instance happen. (Hun, PA) 
You are out there for the (challenge). If you're out there with 
no feelings at all, you might as well not go. (Hun, PA) 
When I grew up, it was for something to eat. My family owns 
a ranch, so it was easy. But when I moved here I had to 
get a license and when I go I see people everywhere. I 
was used to being by myself. I like to go backpacking 
(where) you are really trying to achieve something. It’s a 
nice relief (to kill something) when you are having a hard 
time finding them. It gives you a sense of going back in 
time. (Hun, AZ) | 

I didn’t get pleasure out of seeing something die, but you had 
to do it. (Hunting) is pretty primal, you know you can do 
it if necessary. (X-Hun, AZ) 

(Hunting) is challenging, like people go on safari to hunt 
lions. (N-Hun, CA) 


The naturalistic, utilitarian and dominionistic aspects of hunting 
have been discussed elsewhere in considerable detail (see Duda 
1993 for a complete summary). However, the value of hunting as 
a traditional family activity or as a way of furthering social bonds 
was a major feature of these focus groups. Repeatedly, the groups 
expressed value in the activity of hunting within the context of 
family issues and most hunters and ex-hunters reported beginning 
their hunting experiences within the family context: 

I went (hunting) with my dad and uncles. When I moved, | 
couldn ’t wait to go hunting with my dad. He is almost 84 
years old and he still has dogs and hunts ducks. We enjoy 
being together. (X-Hun, CA) 

(When I went hunting as a child 1 could) socialize with adults 
when they (were) relaxed. They (were) in a more child- 
like state themselves. (X-Hun, PA) 

Some of the best times of my life were hunting with my father. 
(X-Hun, PA) 

(Hunting) has been in the family for many years. It’s 
something dad and I can do together. (X-Hun, PA) 

(Hunting) is handed down. It has to do with how you are 
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raised. A lot of people are scared of guns. My father 
didn't hunt, but he taught me about guns. (Hun, PA) 

A lot of people go out because other people in their family 
went out hunting before them. (Hunting) is tradition. (N- 
Hun, NH) 

When I was 13 my father took me hunting. He and I don’t 
have the greatest relationship in the world (but) when we 
(were) hunting we (had) more of a bonding. (N-Hun, NH) 

My father went once in his life. He got a deer and never went 
again, but | had some surrogate fathers and we went to 
their cabin. They let me hunt squirrels. (X-Hun, NH) 

(Hunting is a) social thing or a rite of passage, traditions 
(are) handed down. When you were old enough they 
handed you a rifle and said "go prove yourself.” (X-Hun, 
NH) 

(Hunting) is an annual thing. My brothers and I take our 
sons. Last year I took my son for the first time. We have 
10 or 15 people in camp. It’s a great experience. My son 
could write a book about it, that’s the great part. (Hun, 
AZ) 

(Hunting) has to do with being out with the men. It’s a throw 
back in our nature when we had to hunt for food although 
we don't need it for food now-a-days, we do it because it 
takes us back to where we were, that challenge, that 
camaraderie, the challenge of living off the land. We only 
get to do that for a few days out of the year now. (Hun, 
AZ) 

(Hunting was) sitting around in the woods and talking. (There 
is) the success of following something until you could kill 
it, (but) it was the social aspect. (X-Hun, AZ) 


It was interesting that several ex-hunters seemed to have quit 
hunting because of issues around the family. Most often this is 
reported as due to time constraints, but the focus groups revealed 
deeper issues as well. This seems to suggest that the family values 
within the context of hunting were more important than the values 
of hunting per se or that some individuals held neutralistic attitudes 
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about hunting. It is also interesting that some ex-hunters would 
return to hunting if it were in the context of family activities: 

I probably wouldn't hunt again. I hunted with my father--it 
was special--he’s gone so | wouldn't hunt again. (X-Hun, 
CA) 

I just don’t have the time (to hunt). My brother belongs to a 
club, he invites me, but I (won't) have the time until | 
retire. (X-Hun, CA) 

I started (hunting) when I was 16 because my uncles and 
cousins were hunters. I never saw anything and I lost 
interest. My father won't eat venison, so it’s a good 
trade; he hunts and I eat it. But, | never could get 
interested in it. I tried a couple of ways and didn't get 
anything. I don't have the patience. (X-Hun, NH) 

If you have to (hunt), whether society approves it or not, there 
is a need to survive and a need to challenge; hunting meets 
both of those needs. I can't see holding somebody back 
from it. If they do it just for the thrill of killing, it’s 
wrong. Myself 1 don't have the need. I can challenge 
myself in other ways, I'm not a woodsy-type guy. (N-Hun, 
NH) 

I started (hunting) with a neighbor. We shared a paper route. 
I remember it fondly because it was the first thing I ever 
bought with my own money, a Shotgun. I quit when (my 
friend) went off to college and I didn’t have (anyone to 
hunt with). My father wasn't interested in (hunting). Then 
I hit college (and) gave it up. (X-Hun, NH) 

How far (down) is (hunting) on my list of priorities? Even if 1 
had the time I might not go. Maybe if my father asked me, 
but not otherwise. (X-Hun, NH) 

What got me out of hunting? My family was into the 
challenge and I was into the recreational aspects. They 
wanted to take up pheasant hunting for the challenge and 
getting something, that’s why I stopped. (X-Hun, AZ) 

I was never successful. I hunted because the guys I ran with 
hunted and I just went with them. When they moved or got 
divorced I didn’t have anyone to go with, so I stopped. (X- 
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Hun, AZ) 

I knew what everybody I was hunting with would do. I moved 
and | haven't wanted to learn that over again. (X-Hun, 
PA) 

The guys I ran with all moved away. Twenty years ago when 
I was working hard, hunting was an all-male activity and 
a way to get away, but I don’t have the time anymore. | 
just got out of the habit. I was trying to keep a business 
going and I| had two kids I was doing things with. (X-Hun, 
AZ) 

I’ve hunted with my brothers all my life. They're all gone, 
except the littlest one--things change. (X-Hun, PA) 


Several focus groups uncovered very deep emotions about hunting. 
In one group, a woman related that her husband had suffered a 
severe cerebral stroke, to the extent that he was unable to 
remember his children, but he asked his wife to go get a hunting 
license for him. When she told him that he couldn’t hunt 
anymore, he asked, "If | can’t hunt, who am I?" In other groups, 
very strong values regarding hunting where shown especially when 
active hunters were asked what would induce them to stop: 

(Hunting) is hereditary! (Hun, PA) 

You have to put a lot into (hunting) to get anything out of it. 
A lot of people don’t want to put that time into something. 
(Hun, PA) 

I get an unbelievable rush when I kill something, so I can't 
imagine stopping. (Hun, AZ) 

Everybody has stopped some form of huntir? at some time in 
their life, a method of hunting that doesn’t hold a kick 
today. I quit shooting a rifle about 10 years ago. I went 
to a bov: and arrow because I find that more challenging. 
You may change species or methods, but the thrill of 
hunting remains the same, you just attack it through a 
different form. (Hun, AZ) 


Disvalues in Hunting 
In order to fully develop the attitudes toward hunting and hunting 
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participation as issues of value, we explored negative attitudes 
toward hunting as well. In a way, this exposes issues of disvalue 
in regards to hunting. Rolston (1992) discusses the use of disvalue 
as a concept or method of investigating the so-called naturalistic 
fallacy trom a negative view. In other words, the description of 
what is to prescribe what ought noi w be. Focus groups were used 
to explore negativistic attitudes about hunting: 

(There is) a philosophical difference. Animal lovers are very 
much against (hunting). (N-Hun, CA) 

It’s a different generation. People have more respect. (X-Hun, 
CA) 

(Some think hunting) is inhumane--my wife is one of those. (X- 
Hun, NH) 

Most people have the wrong idea about hunting, they think it’s 
cruel. (X-Hun, PA) 

There are those who want to stop (hunting). The herds have 
been increasing (and) there are only so many permits (so, 
that shouldn't be a problem. But all these people who 
make the most noise get the service. So that is a threat. 
(Hun, AZ) 

They are opposed to killing. They do not think that kiting 
should come as easy to us as it does. They want to elevate 
the prey to the same level as us. (X-Hun, AZ) 

The term “kill” is pretty offensive, it’s something that is 
premeditated. In harvesting an animal, it’s different. The 
whole concept of harvesting sets better than going out and 
“killing” something. 1 went to Vietnam and I don’t tnink 
killing something is all that great. (Hun, AZ) 

It always bothered me to go kill prairie dogs or blow a 
jackrabbit apart. | did it to be in with a group, but it hurt 
me. (X-Hun, AZ) 


Hunters tended to be very critical of anti-hunting attitudes and 
generally attributed trivial values to individuals holding anti- 
hunting attitudes. Hunters tended to feel that anti-hunters 
concentrated on individual animal issues or gun control and 
ignored larger ecological concerns: 
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(Anti-hunters) want to take our guns away. You need to join 
the NRA. (Hun, PA) 

The anti-hunting (movement) is P.C. bull-shit. They think it’s 
politically correct. They want somebody else to kill the 
meat for them in a Sterile atmosphere. I think a lot of 
people are opposed to hunting because they think that is 
what they are suppose to (believe). They want to be 
socially accepted. (X-Hun, NH) 


Overall, we found no compeiling evidence that anti-hunting 
sentiments/opinions were having an impact on participation rates 
among hunters or was having an impact on hunter recruitment or 
desertion. 


The major disvalue and negative attitude shown in the focus groups 
toward hunting was the issue of safety. This was sometimes 
expressed in actual safety issues or attitudes toward hunters 
behaving unsafely. It also seemed that most of the groups, 
including the hunters, considered hunting to be inherently unsafe. 
At least half the groups mentioned an incident in Maine which had 
been widely covered by the news media. The situation involved 
a woman hanging laundry in her backyard being shot by a hunter 
who mistook her for a deer. The hunter was absolved of any legal 
responsibility in the case. The interesting aspect of this is that the 
incident was usually given as a typical example of a hunting 
accident. However, the reason it was covered by the news media 
was because it was so exceptional. The facts about the safety of 
hunting are that it is much safer than other comparable outdoor 
recreational activities such as boating or skiing. 


It seems that the use of firearms or the intent to kill something is 
seen as making hunting inherently unsafe as compared to activities 
which do not involve overtly violent behavior. Often the groups 
would discuss the safety of hunting within the context of increased 
violence in society. In one case, a hunter suggested that hunting 
trained people how to defend themselves and that hunters protected 
society from dangerous animals. This issue of safety was not 
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limited to the activity of hunting, but focused on hunter behavior 
as well. An issue that was often raised by participants was that of 
hunter carelessness, specifically hunters and drinking. 


All of the focus groups displayed the perception of hunting as 

unsafe. This is a negativistic attitude toward hunting and hunters: 

I have a negative image of most hunters who want to be driven 

to an area and then blast away at the animal, very 
negative. (N-Hun, CA) 

There is the issue of safety. People should have to go to a 
hunter safety course. Some people (do), but put blinders 
on (when they hunt). (X-Hun, CA) 

People are really afraid of guns with crime and things. They 
make their kids scared of guns. (X-Hun, CA) 

My dad loved to hunt deer. My brother loves to hunt deer. 
My uncle was killed by a deer hunter. (N-Hun, CA) 

(I would stop hunting if I had) an accident, if I shot one of my 
friends, any kind of an accident. (Hun, PA) 

You don't go out of the house during the hunting season or 
you'll be shot. We carried a gun to return fire. You could 
wear orange with a neon sign and you'll still get shot. (N- 
Hun, NH) 

What happens when you run into the one psycho in the woods? 
(N-Hun, NH) 

I think of hunting and drinking. There is a bunch of that. (X- 
Hun, CA) 

I got worried about (being shot). I have 10 reasons why I 
don’t hunt and safety is one of them. (X-Hun, PA) 

Get all the drunks and crazies out of the woods. I have been 
shot at and it’s a humiliating experience. I got away from 
the group (of friends) who hunted (and) I went in the 
service. But there are a lot of crazies out there -- out-of- 
State hunters -- it’s scary. (X-Hun, NH) 

I've stopped dove hunting because of crowding. I don’t like 
Shot raining down on my head. (Hun, AZ) 

I never really hunted anyway. I just went about 10 times right 
after I (got) out of the service. I just stopped (because) I 
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didn’t want to get shot. I wouldn't go again. (Hunting) 
is o.k., I just don’t want to go. I go in the woods in the 
summer when there are no hunters. (X-Hun, NH) 


The idea that hunting is a way of demonstrating mastery over 
animals is widely held to be a disvalue (Kellert 1978 and 
elsewhere). Often times focus group participants expressed the 
idea in a way which showed disapproval: 

I lost the thrill of going out. I still go out with a camera, but 
I'd rather get them in the sight and not pull the trigger. 
(Killing) was almost too much to go through -- then I 
thought “why carry a gun around?" I just lost the thrill of 
killing an animal. (X-Hun, PA) 

(Hunting is) not to lose that survival thing. I'd hate to think 
it was a violence thing. (N-Hun, NH) 

I (still) go out and shoot, but I lost interest in killing animals 
or proving something to other people or (myself) or to 
have a trophy on the wall. Some people go for the meat, 
but that is a minority. (X-Hun, NH) 

I enjoy going and setting up camp, but I haven't hunted for 
the past five years. My family won’t eat it and I can't see 
killing something if you don’t eat it. I’ve gotten out of the 
killing aspect. (X-Hun, AZ) 

It depends on the situation. You are proving your own 
cleverness. | (Hunting) is an outlet for your own 
viscousness. (N-Hun, CA) 


Attitudes and Knowledge of State Wildlife Agencies 

While all of the groups seemed to have high values and rich 
attitudes about wildlife, none of them, including the hunters, had 
a high level of information about the policy process. Some groups 
had minimal awareness about the functions of the state agency, but 
in no case was the commission process mentioned nor was there 
any indication that the groups had any idea of how to interject their 
ideas into the process. When the question was put directly to 
them, none of the groups had any idea of how to influence the 
policy process. 
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There was some variation around the country on the level of 
information and awareness. The active hunters and ex-hunters in 
Arizona were most aware of the policy process and had the highest 
level of information about the state agency. However, recently 
there had been a highly publicized court case on elk hunting and 
there had been a recent referendum which had given lottery funds 
to the state wildlife agency. At the time of the focus group there 
was a current, hotly-debated referendum about hunting and 
trapping on public lands which had attracted much attention. 


Generally the groups displayed trust, if not genuine regard for the 
State agency. Most were aware of the technical function and the 
law enforcement function of the state agency, but were not fully 
aware of the full range of functions: 

(The state agency) finds out if a population is growing. They 
maintain a census. (X-Hun, NH) 

(The state agency does) law enforcement. Conservation 
officers are out in the woods, but it’s not common 
knowledge. (X-Hun, NH) 

(The state agency does) a lot with fishing, (but) not so much 
with hunting. They come and check your license and your 
fish and it bothers me. (N-Hun, NH) 

They keep people aware. As a representative of wildlife, they 
are it. When populations are up or down, if they do 
nothing else, they keep the general populist aware of 
wildlife. (N-Hun, NH) 

They reduce the amount of deer tags so they don’t menace the 
deer populations. (Hun, PA) 

My fantasy is that they control the hunting and fishing, 
professional and amateur hunting. (N-Hun, CA) 

They get. involved in areas where you wouldn't expect them 
(such as land use planning). (N-Hun, CA) 


On the whole, the focus groups displayed no real knowledge of the 
State agency or of the policy process. This was perceived dy the 
groups themselves as a problein. They felt the state agency was 
not doing a comprehensive job managing wildlife. Some negative 
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Opinions were expressed: 

Who knows (what the state agency does). (Maybe) they do a 
better job than people know. (X-Hun, NH) 

You hear about the fish guys, but you don't hear about the 
game guys, other than the bear count every year, that 
seems to be the main thing they do. (X-Hun, PA) 

They managed some fish populations and they did a terrible 
job. I don’t want them to screw up something else. (X- 
Hun, CA) 

I don’t (think) people respect them. I don’t see them as 
officers. They need to promote themselves somehow, if you 
don't respect them as officers, people will violate (game 
laws). When it comes to hunting, they aren't respected as 
officers. (N-Hun, NH) 

I wonder what they are doing. It seems they are becoming a 
police agency. (X-Hun, CA) 

It seems I know more about what Chevron does for wildlife 
than what the (state agency) does (for wildlife). Maybe 
(they should do) more public service announcements. (X- 
Hun, CA) 


This lack of information was, at times, expressed in some desire 
to have the state agency do more for specific interests: 

The lottery system, | don’t like that at all. The game is there 
but I don’t think they are doing a good job with the 
licenses. I haven't heard anyone who likes it. (X-Hun, AZ) 

They screwed up last year. You could get three or four 
licenses, now they want to cut back. They aren’t very well 
organized. (Hun, PA) 

We have owls and fox and coyotes (and) they eat all the game. 
We should have controlled shoots on owls and such. (Hun, 
PA) 

When I was a boy, there were game clubs in every town. 
They raised pheasants and released them, the Game 
Commission gave them the chicks, but they gave up 
because it got so there wasn’t any free land to release 
them on. The Game Commission should work with the 
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farmers to open up the land, but when I ask them, I don't 
get a decent answer about why they don’t promote more 
land for decent hunting. You'd think they had the money. 
(X-Hun, PA) 

(The state agency should) promote game for stuff besides 
hunting. They don’t do that, just to see the animals. (N- 
Hun, NH) 


Beyond these specific interests, the focus groups showed an interest 
in the state agencies becoming more broadly environmental in their 
concerns. Many focus groups, including hunters, did not 
necessarily feel that the state agency should concentrate on hunting 
or hunters. The focus groups felt the state agency should be 
primarily concerned with issues of wildlife protection and 
environmental control: 

(The state agency) should be advocates for ecology against the 
general (decline in the environment). (N-Hun, CA) 

! don’t think the government had anything to do with (my 
hunting) in the first place. I don’t think they (should) do 
anything now. If 1 wanted to hunt, I'd hunt, but I don’t 
want to (and) the government is not a part of my decision. 
(X-Hun, CA) 

(The state agency should do) more education for the general 
public that hunting isn’t killing; hunters do more for 
wildlife. These people worry about Bambi (but) they build 
their houses right out in the woods and take that away 
from wildlife. (X-Hun, PA) 

The general attitude aboui how land is used in this state needs 
to be changed. The svil has been stripped away. It’s a 
rural state that is going through growing pains. We want 
the money from development, but we want to keep it wild 
also. (N-Hun, NH) 

(Hunting) is a personal preference to keep us in the field. The 
root desire, we've lost the desire to go hunting for 
personal reasons (and) nothing the Game and Fish 
Commission could do would inake me go back to hunting. 
(X-Hun, AZ) 
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(The state agency) should manage herds, protect endangered 
species. Basically protect the herd for us and the sake of 
the herd. (Hun, AZ) 

There is a difference between campers and hunters. Hunters 
don’t go to party or get drunk, they go to interact with 
nature. Hunters try to protect the environment, we want 
(it) to always be there, we want the water to be clean, we 
want it for our sons. (Hun, AZ) 


If these comments seem naive, it is because there was not, to any 
great extent, factual information about the state agency or about the 
policy process. When probed for where they get their information, 
most of the groups related anecdotal information concerning the 
state agency. News media is a minor aspect of how they get 
information. What they know or think they know about the state 
agency is based on one or two personal experiences or stories they 
have heard from family or friends. 


Non-governmeit organizations play a role in the formation of 
attitudes about the state agency or policy. In the hunter groups, at 
least, some individuals were members of organizations concerned 
with hunting or wildlife conservation. Ex-hunters and non-hunters 
were not involved in those types of organizations to the same 
extent. 


One thing we observed by having state agency personnel view the 
focus groups was a general tendency to discount the negative 
things they were hearing and to emphasize the positive aspects of 
the focus groups. Occasionally we heard comments about the lack 
of "random" selection being a problem but, as discussed earlier, 
random selection is not an issue in focus groups. A comment 
often heard was that the focus group was not "statistically" valid. 
In a technical sense, statistics cannot measure validity, but only 
reliability or whether the results can be replicated. But in this 
sense the agency personnel were comparing the focus group to a 
quantitative survey device. However, the comparison is imprudent 
(Templeton 1987). 
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Agency personnel were also concerned with the amount of 
information the members of the focus groups could correctly 
display. There were also comments that the population the focus 
groups were drawn from were not “typical.” This comment 
Suggests the agency personnel did not perceive the focus groups to 
be composed of the types of people they routinely encountered or 
the types of people normally involved with the policy process. 


It is important to realize that these focus groups do not make up an 
objective summation of the views of society. Rather they raise 
issues which may be latent at the present, but will prove of 
extreme relevance in the future. The focus groups paint issues 
with a broad brush, where further, more detailed studies refine and 
concentrate these issues. 


Attitudes of Active Hunters 

Active hunters are much more involved, in a normative sense, with 
issues around hunting, than issues around general environmental 
policy. In an economic analysis, active hunters might be seen to 
have an inelastic demand in the sense they are willing to incur 
greater social costs than other users. This is expressed in a 
utilitarian attitude toward wildlife and hunting and almost absolute 
resistance to the idea that they might quit hunting. Nearly ¢!l of 
the active hunters had begun hunting in the family context ard held 
related high values there. 


The underlying reasons these people hunt are highly personal and 
they do not see the government playing anything other than a 
supportive role. Despite the high level of involvement in hunting, 
active hunters in this study displayed poor or low levels of 
information about the wildlife policy process. 


Their values and attitudes were often expressed in personal terms 
which showed these were strong values. The naturalistic values 
expressed have to do with personal experiences these hunters have 
in the out-of-doors. The values hunters hold are also expressed in 
dominionistic attitudes or even aesthetic attitudes. Active hunters 
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also hold strong ecologistic values when pressed, but these did not 
seem to be primary motivations for hunting. Instead they are 
raised as reasons for justifying why they hunt. Perhaps the 
scientistic attitude of Kellert (1978 and elsewhere) would better 
describe this attitude in hunters. Hunters in the focus groups 
seemed to have a low level of appreciation for issues such as 
endangered species management or environmental regulation. 


The ethical issues raised by hunters are very fundamental. They 
are concerned with issues of fair chase in hunting, but are also 
concerned with regulation and paternalism by government. 
Surprisingly, the hunter focus groups did not show any great 
concern for decline in hunting participation. When asked directly, 
the hunters said that hunting was declining, but they did not see 
that as an issue for government to be concerned with. This lack 
of concern is not surprising given the high level of personal 
involvement with hunting. Hunters want to be treated fairly, but 
lightly. 


Attitudes of Ex-Hunters 

The ex-hunters were similar to active hunters in many respects. 
They shared utilitarian, naturalistic, dominionistic, aesthetic and 
ecologistic values. However, using the economic metaphor, they 
were much more elastic in their expectations about the value of 
hunting. Some ex-hunters had been highly utilitarian and when 
that value became unimportant, it was easy for them to stop 
hunting. However, the prominent difference is that these ex- 
hunters had hunted primarily for values in and around the family 
and had quit for the same reasons. When ex-hunters talk about 
lack of time as the reason they quit hunting (Duda 1993) they are 
talking about issues and values centered on the family. At least 
some ex-hunters started hunting late in life and quit soon 
thereafter. They also did not seem to have had much success in 
their hunting experiences, which could be the cause of quitting or 
an indication of the low level of commitment in the first place. 


Ex-hunters in this study displayed strong ecologistic values toward 
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wildlife. This was expressed, tangentially, as a reason not to hunt. 
Ex-hunters were also moralistic, humanistic and even religious in 
their values toward wildlife, attitudes not shown to any great extent 
by active hunters. For these reasons, it is unlikely that some of 
these ex-hunters will return to hunting as a major part of their 
recreational activities. It is possible that some of them would go 
hunting again if it were made very easy for them, but they will not 
return to being regular license buyers. 


Ex-hunters raised some ethical issues of the treatment of individual 
animals, fair chase and animal welfare. They were much more 
concerned with the duties of government to represent all society 
and more closely regulate wildlife recreation, especially around 
issues Of safety. The ex-hunters were more critical of state 
agencies and more prone to demand greater participation in the 
policy process. However, there was little or no awareness or 
factual information of the wildlife policy process. 


Attitudes of Non-Hunters 

Non-hunters in these focus groups recognized all of the values 
hunters and ex-hunters h’’ ! toward wildlife, but they did not share 
them to any great extcut. These people were highly ecologistic 
with some mild negativistic views in their attitudes and saw most 
of the issues around hunting in those terms. The non-hunters in 
this study recognized the traditional family value of hunting, but 
they did not especially value that aspect of hunting themselves. 
This is not to say they did not have values around the family, but 
that hunting was not one of them. 


Non-hunters were very concerned with issues of safety and 
personal behavior in hunting. It was almost universal among non- 
hunters that hunting was inherently unsafe and that hunters were 
not mindful of that. Some non-hunters seemed to feel that hunting 
was a metaphor for violence in society. They tended to equate 
hunting with violent, illegal or antisocial behavior. Given these 
associations, it is unlikely that non-hunters of the type seen in these 
focus groups could be convinced to take up hunting. 
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Many non-hunters had a very romantic view of hunting. They felt 
that hunting was intrinsically difficult, dangerous (in the positive 
sense) and required high levels of commitment and skill. They 
associated hunting with privilege in society and felt that many 
hunters went to exclusive clubs to do their shooting. Non-hunters 
did not seem to have much personal association with hunting and 
their knowledge came from casual sources. 


Some non-hunters in this study were concerned with some animal 
rights issues, but not overly so. For the most part, the most 
Salient ethical issue was the view that state agencies did not meet 
their expectations along ecologistic lines. However, actual 
awareness of state wildlife agencies and wildlife policy was lower 
than among hunters and ex-hunters. 
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Conclusions 


The typology of Kellert (1978 and elsewhere) was usefully applied 
to the focus groups in this study. All of the attitudes as described 
in the typology were found here, with the possible exception of the 
scientistic attitude, a primary interest in the biological functioning 
of animals. This finding corresponds to the multiple-satisfactions 
theory for reasons why people hunt wildlife or take part in other 
outdoor recreation (Hendee 1974, Bryan 1979, and Decker et al. 
1980). Thus the finding that there are many values centered 
around issues of hunting and hunting participation is not original. 
However, although study after study points to the importance of 
the multiple satisfactions derived from hunting, hunting and 
hunters are still managed based solely on the harvest satisfaction 
component. This does not mean that the kill is not an important 
component of hunting to some hunters -- it is. In fact, one 
moderator pointed out that the primary difference between active 
hunters and ex-hunters in his focus groups centered around the 
importance of hunter success -- active hunters get greater rewards 
from a successful hunt than do inactive hunters. However, 
managing for multiple satisfactions is an important first step in 
managing for hunter satisfaction. 


The most important values surrounding hunting are those centered 
on the family. This study revealed that values centered on the 
family are integral to all aspects of hunting, including initiation, 
frequency, satisfaction, desertion and re-entry. This is especially 
interesting as it seems to explain the issue of "time" as a factor in 
why individuals drop out of hunting or decrease their hunting 
participation activity. Survey respondents identify “time” or “lack 
of time" (Duda 1993) as a primary reason for not hunting. It 
appears a major reason hunting is declining is because of a 
breakdown in the social support system among hunters. Hunters 
hunt with other hunters and as hunting partners move away, pass 
away, or become involved with other activities, participation by 
others in the group declines as well. This also happens when an 
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avid hunter moves to a new area. Hunting activity usually does 
not resume because the hunter does not have the social support 
system he used to have. This suggests values in the family/social 
context have become greater than other values derived from 
hunting. This shows that efforts to recruit new hunters or get ex- 
hunters to begin buying licenses again will be fruitless if they do 
not consider the issue of family commitments. As one moderator 
pointed out, “Most current, active hunters continue to surround 
themselves socially with other active hunters. This is in sharp 
contrast to the ex-hunters who have ‘fallen out’ of a social circle 
of hunters." This is an extremely important consideration when 
developing programs to maintain participation in hunting. Without 
a strong social support system in place, efforts to recruit new 
hunters, especially individuals that do not come from traditional 
hunting families, will be futile. 


Safety was an extremely important concern for ex-hunters, 
nonhunters and to a large extent, active hunters. Safety combined 
with the perceived carelessness among many hunters combined to 
make this a powerful deterrent to hunting resumption among ex- 
hunters, and was a powerful deterrent among non-hunters. 


Another deterrent to hunting was land posting. Hunting was no 
longer aS convenient as it once was. Hunting access was 
important, but not near as important as the family issues discussed 
previously. However, as another moderator noted, that because of 
the intensely rewarding feeling that can result from a hunting 
experience, active hunters are more likely than inactive hunters to 
Overcome what both groups perceive to be the adversities of the 


sport. 


We did not find any compelling evidence that antihunting 
activities/sentiments were having an impact on hunting initiation, 
continuation or desertion. Cost, regulations, licensing, and 
mandatory hunter education were important issues to some hunters, 
but not pervasive and consistent as major reasons for desertion, or 
inhibitors to recruitment. 
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Finally, we tound wide-spread misinformation about state wildlife 
agencies and a general lack of knowledge o. .« wildlife policy 
process. None of the groups in this study had auything other than 
cursory information about wildlife policy. Active hunters have 
some information about state agencies, but this is usually 
concerning issues of open public debate and is not extended to 
knowledge of routine operations. The knowledge and expectations 
of most of the focus groups were much broader than issues of 
hunting or game management. While hunters expected state 
agencies to spend much effort on hunting issues, other groups 
expected broad environmental programs from the state. 
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Appendix A ® 
Focus Group Outlines 


Active Hunter Focus Group Outline 


I. History, Satisfaction and Motivation in Hunting 


A. When did you start hunting? 
1. Do any of your family members hunt? 
2. Do any of your friends hunt? 
3. What species do you hunt? 


B. What do you get out of hunting? 
1. Why do you hunt? 
2. What is the main/central/most important reason for 
your hunting? 
3. What other benefits do you derive for hunting? 


Il. Non-Hunting 
A. Why do you think some people do not hunt? 
1. Why do you think most women do not hunt? 
2. Why do you think most ethnic minorities do not 


hunt? 


B. What would it take for you to stop hunting? 


i 
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Ill. Role of Government 


A. Present Situation 
1. Describe what your state fish and wildlife agency is 
doing for wildlife? 
2. Describe what your state fish and wildlife agency is 
doing for hunting? 


B. Future Situation 
1. What should your state fish and wildlife agency do 
for wildlife? 
2. What should your state fish and wildlife agency do 
for hunting? 
3. What do you think your state fish and wildlife 
agency could do to enhance hunter satisfaction? 
4. What do you think your state fish and wildlife 
agency could do to: 
a. recruit new hunters? 
b. retain current hunters? 
c. keep hunters from dropping out? 


IV. Attitudes Toward Animals and Nature 


A. Why are animals and nature important to you? 
1. How did you get your feelings towards nature and 
animals? 
2. Are your attitudes different from (non-hunters, 
women, other cultures)? 


B. Society’s Attitudes 
1. Describe the general attitude of society toward 
animals and nature 
2. What should be the best/most important attitude for 
society? 
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Ex-Hunter Focus Group Outline 


I. History, Satisfaction and Motivation in Hunting 


A. When did you start hunting? 
1. Did any of your family members hunt? 
2. Did any of your friends hunt? 
3. What species did you hunt? 


B. What did you get out of hunting? 
1. Why did you hunt? 
2. What was the main/centrai/most important reason 
for your hunting? 
3. What other benefits did you derive from hunting? 


Il. Non-Hunting 


A. Why do you think some people do not hunt? 
1. Why do you think most women do not hunt? 
2. Why do you think most ethnic minorities do not 
hunt? 


B. Why did you to stop hunting? 
Ill. Role of Government 


A. Present Situation 
1. Describe what your state fish and wildlife agency is 
doing tor wildlife? 
2. Describe what your state fish and wildlife agency is 
doing for hunting? 


B. Future Situation 
1. What should your state fish and wildlife agency do 

for wildlife? 
2. What should your state fish and wildlife agency do 
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for hunting? 
3. What do you think your state fish and wildlife 
agency could do to enhance hunter satisfaction? 
4. What do you think your state fish and wildlife 
agency could do to: 
a. recruit new hunters? 
b. retain current hunters? 
c. keep hunters from dropping out? 


IV. Attitudes Toward Animals and Nature 


A. Why are animals and nature important to you? 
|. How did you get your feelings towards nature and 
animals? 
2. Are your attitudes different from (non-hunters, 
women, other cultures)? 


B. Society's Attitudes 
1. Describe the general attitude of society toward 
animals and nature 
2. What should be the best/most important attitude for 
society? 
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Non-Hunter Focus Group Outline 


I. History, Satisfaction and Motivation in Hunting 


A. Why do you think people hunt? 
1. Did any of your family members hunt? 
2. Did any of your friends hunt? 
3. If so, what species did they hunt? 


B. What do you think people get out of hunting? 
1. Why do people hunt? 
2. What was the main/central/most important reason 
for hunting? 
3. What other benefits do people derive from hunting? 


Il. Non-Hunting 


A. Why do you think some people do not hunt? 
1. Why don’t you hunt? 
2. Why do you think most women do not hunt? 
3. Why do you think most ethnic minorities do not 
hunt? 
4. Why do you think there are people opposed to 
hunting? 
Are you opposed to hunting? 
6. Did you actually decide not to hunt or was it just a 
matter of (neglect) circumstance? 


oA) 


B. What would it take personally for you to start hunting? 
(explore: family, income, other recreational activities, 
attitudes towards hunting, costs including licenses, time, 
urbanization, access, crowding, satisfactions, friends) 


lil. Role of Government 


A. Present Situation 
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1. Describe what your state fish and wildlife agency is 
doing for wildlife? 

2. Describe what your state fish and wildlife agency is 
doing for hunting? 


B. Future Situation 
1. What should your state fish and wildlife agency do 
for wildlife? 
2. What should your state fish and wildlife agency do 
for hunting? 
3. What do you think your state fish and wildlife 
agency could do to enhance hunter satisfaction? 
4. What do you think your state fish and wildlife 
agency could do to: 
a. recruit new hunters? 
b. retain current hunters? 
c. keep hunters from dropping out? 


IV. Attitudes Toward Animals and Nature 


A. Why are animals and nature important to you? 
1. How did you get your feelings towards nature and 
animals? 
2. Are your attitudes different from (hunters, women, 
other cultures)? 


B. Society's Attitudes 
1. Describe the general attitude of society toward 
animals and nature 
2. What should be the best/most important attitude for 
society? 


